ENFIELD CONSERVATION COMMISSION/
INLAND WETLAND & WATERCOURSES COMMISSION
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 17, 2009

#**REGULAR MEETING @ 7:00 P.M.***

***PUBLIC HEARING, if applicable @ 7:30 P.M,***

¥¥*ENFIELD ROOM***

ENFIELD TOWN HALL
820 ENFIELD STREE'T
ENFIELD, CT
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AGENDA
MEETING OF THE
ENFIELD INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES AGENCY
TUESDAY, November 17, 2009 - 7:00 pm
REGULAR MEETING
*#**TE“field R um****#
kkxkkd ik ENFIELD TOWN HALL ##kswtsrster
**% §20 ENFIELD STREET***
*#% ENFIELD, CT 06082 **

REGULAR MEETING

1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Pledge of Allegiance

4. Executive Session

(Matters regarding specific employees, pending litigation, acquisition of real estate
and / or matters exempt from disclosure requirements)

5.

Public Participation - Issues of concern not on the agenda

6, Correspondence

8.
9.

a.
b.

c.
d.
e.

The Habitat, CACIWC Annual Meeting Flyer and CTI LID Workshop Flyer

Articles: Rooftop living at its greenest atop Windsor library, Gant Plaza gets
hybrid green roof and Topsoil for Constructed Wetlands

CWWA : Developing Stream flow Regulations in Connecticut
Play Road Update from Town Engineer
Listing of Locations of Escarpment/Erosion Issues

Commissioner's Carrespondence

d.

Site Visit Updates

Approval of Minutes ~October 6, 2009 & October 13, 2009
Wetlands Agent Report

10.0ld Business

11.New Business

d.

IW-528 Ryan Brady Enterprises - Requesting a permit to construct a
4,096 sf building addition with associated loading docks and access drives
with the regulated area at 21 Manning Road (Map 34, Lot 13). Submitted
10/02/09, received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/08S.

IW-529 Marshall & Nancy Butler — Requesting a permit to deposit 50il
within the requlated area, which has already been conducted at 8 & 10 Sharp
Street (Map 67, Lot 417 & 414). Also requesting to remove a portion of
deposited materials from regulated area. Submitted 10/05/09, received
10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09.



c. IW-530 David & Sandra Pino - Requesting a permit to deposit soil within
the regulated area, which has already been conducted at 1 Keen Court (Map
67, Lot 417). Also requesting to remove deposited materlals from regulated
area, stabilize all exposed soil and install plantings. Submitted 10/05/09,
received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09. T

d. IW-531- Frank Camerota of Camerota Truck Parts - is requesting an
permit to conduct remediation activities at 249 Shaker Road (Map 94, Lot
11), some of which have already been conducted, within the regulated area.
Submitted 10/13/09, received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09.

12.New Applications to be Received

a. IW-441.02 - Washington Associates of Enfield, LLC - is requesting an
extension of their existing permit IW-441 proposing to construct a 42-Unit
Senior Residential Development (Brainard Gardens) within 100 feet of
wetlands. Properties located at 266, 274 and 284 Brainard Road (Map 62 Lot
319 and Map 77 Lots 67 and 68). Submitted 10/14/09, received 11/17/08,
PPE 11/15/09, MAD 1/21/10.

b. IW-532 - Aldi, Inc. - is requesting a permit to construct a truck dock and
associated activities within the regulated area at 25 Hazard Avenue (map 45,
lot 8). Submitted 10/30/089, received 11/17/09, PPE 11/15/09, MAD
1/21/10.

13.0ther Business
a. 2010 IWWA Meeting Schedule
IWWA Fines Ordinance
IWWA Fee Schedule
IWWA Regulation Revisions

Next regular meeting is Tuesday, December 1, 2009 at 7:00PM in the
Council Chambers.

14.Adjourn

moo N o

Acronym Key for Dates:

Submitked = Day It was Logged in by the Appropriate Town Office.

Rec'ad = Received (Date of First Regular Mesting after the day of submission or 35 days, which ever is sooner)
PPE = Petition Period Ends (14 Days from Reccipt)

MAD = Mandatory Action Date (65 Days from Recelpt}

EMAD = Extended Mandatory Action Date (Any combination up to 65 days from criginal MAD)

MPHCD = Mandatory Public Hearing Closing Dake (35 Days from-opening of the public hearing)

EMPHCD = Extended Mandatory Public Hearing Closing Date (Any camblination up to 65 Days from first MPHCD)
MPHAD = Mandatory Pubiic Hearing Action Date {35 Days after close of the public hearing)

EMPHAD = Extended Mandatory Public Hearing Action Date {Any combination up to 83 Days from first MPHAD)

*Applicant can consent to extend the timea frame for any of the steps but the total of all extensions together cannot excead
65 days

TIFIA Ageniln Puge 2 Cetaber 13, 2009
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Patrick M. Comins, Director of Bird

Conservation, Audubon Connecticut, to
Address CACIWC’S Annual Conference

atrick M. Comins will be the keynote speaker
Pat CACIWC’s 32nd Annual Meeting and

Environmental Conference on Saturday,
November 14, 2009, at MountainRidge in
Wallingford. Mr. Comins will emphasivze the
conference theme of “Working Togcether to Preserve
Connecticut’s Key Habitats,”

The role of municipalities in proteeting key wildlife
habitats is growing ever more important in today’s
uncertain fiscal climate. Current statc and federal
laws designed [or protecting wildlife may not always
be successlul in preserving important habitats. In

his keynote address, “The Role of Municipalities in
Preserving Threatened Bird Habitats in Connecticut™, Palrick Comins will discuss
ways that municipalities can safeguard key habitats while preserving Connecticul’s
scenic heritage that helps make your city or town an attractive place to live, 1Te will
cmphasize the value of a proactive approach, using state and regional partners to help
maintain conservation cfforts in this era of diminishing resources.

Mr. Comins is a graduale of Trinity College in ITartford, and has worked in the bird
conservation arcna for the last 15 years. Ile began his carcer with the Connecticut
Audubon Society doing bird surveys at the McKinney National Wildlife Refuge,
and then worked for the 11.8. Fish and Wildlife Servicc as a biological lechnician
at the Refuge. He has been with Audubon Connecticut as the Director of Bird
Conservation for Connectlicut since 2000, oversecing Conneeticut’s Tmportant Bird
Arcas program.

Patrick is the principal author of Protecting Connecticut's Grasstand Heritage, and
Viee President of the Connecticut Ornithological Association. ITe was the 2007
recipient of their Mabel Osgood Wright Award. [le was also formerly on the board
of directors for the Hartford Audubon Society and eontinues to work closcly with
them. He has written several articles on bird conservation and identification for

the Connecticut Warbler and is a founding member of the Connecticut Forestlands
Council and current
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Editor’s Note: Conservation Commissions across the state have wtilized the -}ﬁfgﬁfmfr‘kmm’ draw of forests, flelds an d
wetlands to engage their community in preserving open space for walking, hiking and discovery. The motivating
-message has been io protect lands that are high in natural resowrce valie, high in recreational potential and linked
with other protected lands to create greenways that connect people to open spaces. WelkCT expands that theme (o
promote the public health aspects of walking and hiking in natural as well as wrban settings. WalkC1'is an opporiunify
to link with a new program that has the expertise lo assist commissions who would like to include the health benefits of

apen space in their local program.

the path 1o heayy, and happiness
by Leslie Lewis, WalkCT Coordinaitor

cross the nation, there is troubling cvidence of
public health issues created by the scdentary
lifestyle of too many Americans. This is
coupled with a growing disconnect befween our
sociely and the land. We at the Connecticut Forest
& Park Association believe we have a singular
oppottunity to address thesc concerns.

With an exceplional trail system, remarkable natural
resources and a high density population, Connecticut
is in a unique position to {ake a leadership role
nationwide in reclaiming the public health. The
Connecticut Forest & Park Association 1s introducing
WalkCT, an initiative that will bring the outdoors to
the feet of every houschold in the state.

Oar vision is ol a statc where urban, suburban

and rural populations take to sidewalks, parks,
trails and greenways in a sweeping community
venture Lo take charge of individual health and
happiness. We envision a place where every
citizen, regardless of means, can experience a
sense of ownership and connection with the land.
We hope that WalkC'T will serve as a model health
program that will spark the beginning of a sea
change in the national health. A start-up grant
from the Connecticut Department of Publie [ealth
is helping us to put these plans into action.

There arc over 1000 miles of trails around the state,
with many brochures and websites describing them.
There are numcrous organizations and sites promoting
the programs of the specific organization. ITowever,
there 15 no central, dedicated “clearinghouse™ where
the average citizen can go to find information on the

(R

types of trails (and other walking routes) availablc

to the public, their locations, allowable uses, and
points of special interest. WalkCT will gather this
information into onc place, providing people with a
comprehensive, casy to use website listing walking
(and cycling, riding, blading, etc) opportunities.
Links to other organizations and lists of resources
will be included. The site will include tips on safely
and getting started for the “wary walker.” A link to
Faccbook will be available for people to post thoughts
about their lavorite walking places, and to share their
challenges and successes in making walking a part of
their lives.

If all of this sounds pesitive to you, you might ask
where Conservation Commissions {it into the picture.
Tf your commission develops/manages trails in your
town, or if you are intcrested in getting other walking
opportunities in your community listed on WalkCT,
you can register them on-line. You can go lo the
WalkCT website, www.walkel.org, then click on
repister your location or event at the bottom of the
page. If you arc not the actual trail sponsor (maybe
it’s the Park and Recreation or Land Trust folks),
encourage them to sign up. In addition we will be
looking for unique projects, great trails, and interesting
individuals to profile in our arficles.

WalkCT staff have unigue experience in trail
advocacy, development, and maintenance that can be
shared with communitics around Conneeticut through
technical assistance and other education/outreach
efforts. Our goal is to locate a trail or walking
opportunity within 15 minutes of cvery home in the
state and to link these trails to every city.

Walk, continued on page 12




Editor’s Note: This article describes some key steps in developing an EPA-upproved watershed-based plan, using the
recently completed Tankerhoosen River Watershed Management Plen. See Part Iin the Spring 2009 issue of “1he Habi-
at.”" The approved Plan is now posted on the DEP website. The direct link is: htip:/fwww.ct.govidep/ibidep/water/water-
shed_tmanagementiwm plansitankerhoosen/tankwp_final pdf

by E} fk Mas Ks LS'IIHE Ba.{er mm’ Ph:fzp Moreschz Fuss & O 'Neill, Inc.

he Tankerhoosen River, in Vernon Connecticut,

has long been recognized as an important

natural resource and a key inland watershed
critical Lo the health of Long Island Sound. The high
water quality in the upper regions of the Tankerhoosen
River sustains a significant natural resource of the
Statc of Connecticut — the Belding Wild Trout
Management Area, one of only two Class [ wild trout
areas east of the Connecticut River, Development
pressure in the upper reaches and declining water
quality in the lower reaches of the Tankerhoosen
River underscored the nced for a comprehensive,
scicntifically-based watershed management plan to
address thesc issues.

Assessing Baseline Watershed Conditions

The first step in developing a comprehensive
walershed management plan is to identily the current
characleristics of the watcrshed and inventory the
watershed’s natural and physical resources. This
basic watershed assessment establishes a baseline of
watcrshed conditions to begin identifying problems

and potential improvements to address these problems.

‘The basic steps in performing a bascline watershed
assessment include:

»  Delineate and map the watershed and
subwatershed boundaries;

+  Review existing watershed data, studics, and
repoTis;

»  Conlact the watershed municipalities, and
the regional planning organizations regarding
available land use information, mapping, and land
use planning reegulations:

» Inventory and map the natural resources in the
watershed including hydrology, water quality.
wetlands and walercourses, fish and wildlife
resources and habital;

+  Inventory and map the drainage systems in the
watcrshed:
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+ Inventory and map land use and land cover;

*  Inventory and map soils;

*  Describe the geological and historical perspective
of the watershed; )

»  Inventory and map watershed modifications
including dams, waler supply, wastewater
discharges, and regulated sites,

This type of information may already be available

in paper or GIS format from the DEP, the Natural
Resources Conservation Service, regional planning
organizations, and municipal offices such as planning
and zoning, inland wetllands, and public works.

The Tankerhoosen River watershed baseline
assessment also included an cvaluation of existing
and future pollutant loads, impervious cover, and
vegetative cover along stream corridors using a
walershed buildout scenario to evaluate arcas in

the watershed that are most at-risk from future
development. The results of these analyscs confirmed

that several ol the key headwater streams arc predieted

to experience a significant decline in stream health
under a worst-case [uture development scenario.

A comparative subwalershed analysis was also
performed to identily the Tankerhoosen River
subwatersheds that 1) are more sensifive to futurc
development and should be the focus of watershed
conservation efforts to maintain cxisting high-quality
resources and conditions and 2) are likely to have been
impacted and have greater potential for restoration to
improve or enhance cxisting conditions. The results of
the comparative subwatershed analysis were used to
target individual subwatersheds (or field inventories.

Conducting Watershed Field Inventories
Detailed field inventories of the stream corridors
and upland areas ol a walershed are essential for

Watershed, continved on page 4



Waiershed, continued from page 3

Tankerhoosen River watershed existing hydrology, land use, zoning, and imperviows cover data,

developing a comprchensive, detailed watershed-based  public understanding and support for luture watershed

plan. Iield inventorics are screening level tools for
locating potential pollutant sources and environmental
problems in a walershed along with possible locations
where restoration opportunities and mitigation
measures can be implemented. For the Tankerhoosen
River watershed, ficld inventorics were performed

in selected stream corridors and upland areas within
priority subwatersheds, which were identified during
the baseline watershed asscssment.

Using
sereening-
level
assessment
procedures
developed
by the
Center for
Watershed
Protection
and EPA,
field crews
assessed
approximately 8.7 miles of stream corridors, potential
hotspot land uses, and representative residential

L e - g :
Stream bank erosion identified and document-
ed as part of the stream corvidor assessments.

neighborhoods, strects, and storm drainage systems.

The field inventorics identified a number of
common issues and problems, as well as potential
candidate sites for stormwater retrolits, stream
restoration, and other largeted projects.

The watershed ficld assessments are also an ideal
opportumity for watershed stakeholder groups, local
residents, and other volunteers (o assist in walking the
stream corridors and upland areas, which can enhance

4

implementation projects.

Reviewing Land Use Regulations

Municipal land use regulations control patterns of
new development and redevelopment and can play an
important role in protecting water quality and other
natural resources in a watershed. These commonly
include local plans of conservation and development,
#oming regulations, subdivision regulations, inland
wetlland regulations, and stormwater regulations,

all of which influcnce the type and density of
development that can occur within a watershed.
Local land use regulations vary by town within a
watcrshed, and regulations are periodically revised in
response lo development pressure, shifts in attitude
toward natural resource protection, and political and
socioeconomic factors.

A key clement in the development of a watershed-
based plan is to identify potential land usc regulatory
mechanisms (i.e., new or modified land use
regulations) that can be implemented by the watershed
towns to strengthen existing land use controls and
better protect natural resources within the watershed.
Many Conneclicut communities arc in the process
of developing new or modified land use regulations
that incorporate Low Impact Development (LID) and
related stormwater management approaches such as
areen nfrastructure to address stormwater quantity
and quality objectives. Communities in urbanized
areas are also faced with a mandate to meel State
and Federal Phase IT stormwater permil requirements
under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) program, as well as addressing local
Watershed, continued on page 5



Watershed, continued from page 4

concerns about the damaging effects of increased
impervious cover and uncontrolled stormwater runofl’
from land development and suburban sprawl.

The land-use regulatory review for the Tankerhoosen
River watershed identificd a number of
recommendations relative (o new or modified land use
regulations in the watershed towns, including;
* Develop a stormwaler design manual, new
stormwater management standards, and new or
revised stormwater

Finally, manapgement objectives are translated into
specific plan recommendations that are tailored (o
issues within specific subwatersheds or arcas, and
site-specific recommendations Lo address issues at
sitcs that are identified during the watershed field
inventories.

For the Tankerhoosen River watershed, plan
recommendations were classified according to their
implementation priority:
*  Short-Term Recommendations are initial actions
to be accomplished

regulations to ==
promoie the usc :
of LI1D and green
infrastructure
practices in the
Town of Vernon.

* DPending passage of
enabling legislation
by the Connecticut
State legislature,
adopt riparian
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within the fivst one
to two years ol plan
implementation. These
actions cstablish

the [ramework

for implementing
subsequent plan
recommendations.
Such actions include
development of
local regulations and
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reductions in
impervious cover,

Developing

Management Goals, ¢ Stream Ré%u}rumm Opportunities
Objectives and -+ Dams and Impoundments
Recommendations ~*  “Aqualic Invasive Spccies Stud}r
Onee you have « — Priorily ‘-;uf:-ﬂm Clcanups
documented baseline 1
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previously unassessed
subwatersheds.
Small demonstration
restoration projects
could be completed
during this phase,
however construction
of larger retrofit
practices and stream
resloration projecls
requiring extensive

conditions, 1dentified

the problems in the watershed, and identified and
quantified the sources that need to be managed,

the next step is to develop management goals,
objectives, and recommendations. Management goals
arc typically refined based upon preliminary goals
identified by the watershed stakcholders and data
analysis from the previous steps. Overall watershed
goals are then translated into management objcctives,
focusing on specific processes that can be managed.

[~ design, engineering, and
permitting should be
planned for later implementation.

*  Mid-Term Recommendations involve continucd
programmatic and operational measures, delivery of
educational and outreach materials, and construction
of one or two larger retrofit and/or stream restoration
projects over the next two to lour years. Progress
on land conservation, L1 implementation, and
discharge investipation follow-up activitics should

Watershed, continued on poge 13



n my last columm we took a five-year retrospective
look at the change in wetlands law regarding
consideration of wildlife. Since that ncwsletter was

|

published, the Connecticut Supreme Court has issued
a decision in Unistar Properties, LLC v. Conservation
& Inland Wetlands Commission, 293 Conn. 93 (2009).
The Supreme Court upheld the agency’s action. The
decision is helpful in instructing agencies how to go
forward in the consideration of wildlife,

In Unistar Properties.

LLC the Supreme Court
uscs the term “wildlife” to
cncompass only animal life,
In numerous dictionarics
and among the scientific
community “wildlile” is
deemed to encompass plant
and animal life, the flora and
fauna. Among lay people it
is somewhat more common
to limit “wildlife™ to animals.
I use the term “wildlile”

to include both plants and
animals. However, to avoid
confusion in this article T will
speeify animals or plants and anmimals. Where | am
quoting dircetly from the court decision I will use the
cour(’s wording, i.e, wildlife, meaning only animal life.

Unistar Propertics, LLC, the applicant, appealed

the decision of the Putnam inland wetlands agency

for denying its application for a 34-lot subdivision.
The agency denied the application as incomplete
based on the applicant’s failure to provide both a
sufficiently detailed wildlife! inventory and an analysis
of alternatives. The applicant claimed that it had
provided expert testimony that there would be no
adverse impacts to wetlands or watercourses. Hence,
according to the applicant, the agency had no authority
to seck information about plants and animals or to
require the applicant to consider aliernatives. The

trial court dismissed the appeal, affirming the agency

action. The trial court found there was substantial

6

Lack of Wildlife Information Valid Basis
for Wetlands Agency Denial

evidence to support the agency’s denial based on the
application being incomplete,

On appeal to the Supreme Court, the applicant argued
thal becausc no one established that there would be

an adverse impact to wetlands or walercourses, the
agency wasn’t aulhorized 1o deny an application as
incomplete for the lack of mformation about animals,
Sceondly the applicant claimed that because no one had
cstablished that an impact on plants and animals would
have a physical eflect on the
wetlands or watercourses
on the property, no plant or
animal inventory could be
required of the applicant.

Refer back to this column
in that last issue (or pull
oul your lown’s wetlands
regulations). After the
Supreme Court’s decision
in Avalon Bay in 2003,
the legislature responded
in 2004 by amending §
22a-41. Subsection (d)
It limits the authority of an agency

was added.
to deny or place conditions on a permif when the
proposed activity occurs outside of a wetlands
or walercourse “unless such activity will likely
impact or allect the physical characteristics of
such wetlands or watcrcourses.”

The agency countered that it did not deny the
application because therc was evidence that animal
life would be adversely impacted, but because the
agency lacked sufficient information io deiermine
whether the proposed subdivision would adversely
impact the wetlands. An environmental intervenor
supported the agency’s position arguing that the
applicant cannot refuse to supply information to the
agency simply because the applicant has determined
there will not be an adverse impactl.

Wildlife, continued on page .



Wildlife, continued from page 6

The Supreme Court agreed with the agency and the
intervenor. The court interpreted the new provisions

of the General Statutes § 22a-41. The first amendment

in § 22a-41 (¢) “contains a
mare expansive definition of
wetlands and watercourscs
for purposes of the
commission’s considerations
of the factors set forth in that
slatute for permit approval.™
The definition of wetlands
or walercourses is cnlarged
to mclude “aquatic, plant or
animal life and habitats in
wetlands or watercourses.”
General Statutes § 22a-

41 (¢). The Supreme

Court holds that § 22a-41

(c) “make|s| clear . . . the
wellands resources that a
commission is charged with

preserving and protecting . . . are not limited simply

to the wetlands and watercourses as containers of soil

- :mpacts 1o t&ﬂse:remm*cﬂ, alnng £
 with mﬁarmanam on any impact
m p.‘}mt or amum! ! ﬁz amrde I}Je ;;‘_:

and water but encompass the aguatic, plant or animal
life and habitats that exist therein,”™

Thus, the Supreme Court rules it is proper for an
ag-.,ncv to deliberale on the factors for consideration

with respeet to not only the
physical characteristics of
the wetlands resources but
also with respect to “the
aqualtic, plant and animal
life and habitats that arc
part of those wetlands

and watercourses,™

Most important: “[A]
commission necessarily
must be able 1o request,
e and is entitled to,
mformation on the aquatic,
plant or animal life and
habitats that are part of the
wetlands and watercourses,
pursuant to § 22a-41 (¢),

as well as an assessment of impacts to those resources,

Wildlife, continued on page 10

Applied Ecﬂlugy Reuear:,h Institute

Providing Solutions for Conneclicul’s
Inland Wetlands & Conservarion Commissions

Michael Aurelia
Certificd Prolessional Wetlands Scientist
72 Oak Ridge Street  Greenwich, C'1' (6830
236229207
maaurcliadoptonline.net

ﬂ
NEW ENGILAND ENVI__]“{_Q_NMEN'J‘AL; INC.

9 Rescarch Drive / Amberst, MA 01002 @ J:LE;
(413)256-0202 / Fax: (413) 256-1092 2
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ECOLOGICAL DESIGN & RESTORATION EXPERTS:
* Welland Design & Bioengineering
* Nalural Channel Design
* Project Instaliation and Supcrvision
* Mative Plant Installation
* Eroslon Control Specialists

* Full GAD, GIS, and GPS Capabilifiea
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NEW ENGLAND WETLAND PLANTS, INC.
OFFERS A LARGE SHLECTION OF HIGH OUMLITY
MATIVE TREES AND SHRUBS
MATIVE HERBACEDUS AND FLOWERING PLANTS
NATIVE SEED Mixes
EROSION CONTROL PRODUCTS
BIOPNGINEERING FRODUCTS
FOR COMSERVATION
WETLAND RESTORATION/MITIGATION
WATER QUALITY
MNATURAL LANISCAPING

New England Wetland Plants, Inc.
820 West Street
Amherst, MA 01002
413-548-8000
h Fax 413-549-4000
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Wetlands Law Update

Conservation Biology

Commission
Administration

SESE:I{JN 1 e
(* Denotes Advanced Workshop)

A1, “Advancing Land Conservation through
Collaboration”

Kevin Case, Mortheast Director, Land Trust Alliance

Connecticut has the third most land trusts of any slate,
as well as a unigue and dense mosaic of municipal
and non-governmantal conservalion interests at the
local level. As land conservation becomes more costly
and complex, the opportunities to explore partnering
with neighbaring land trusts or local conservalion com-
missicns become more compelling. Join 2 discussion
on how acting collaboratively might help transform
your land conservation work.

*B1. “Wetlands Law in 2009: Case Law, Leg-
islative & Regulatory Update™ -

Janet Brooks, Attornay at Law, LLC;

David Wrinn, CT Attorney General's Office;

‘Mark Branse, Branse, Willis & Knapp, LLC

This frio of weilands attorneys will keep you current
with the latest stale Suprems Courd and Appeliate
Court cases. You'll hear about an enforcement

case involving the farming exemption, an agency's
success stary denying an application for insufficient
wildlife information, and a falled attempt by an historic
district commission to rely on a commission member
‘who recused hwself and testified at a public heanng

C1. “Deer Ecology & CT's Growing Populations”
Andrew LaBonte, Wildlife Biologist

CT DEP Wildlife Division

White-tailed deer are a wildlife management success
story. Connecticut populations have increasad from
12 deer in 1898 to more than 65,000 in 2008. This
increase can have detrimental effects on the ecological
integrity of landscapes, affect populations of birds and
mammals, and can cause health and safoty issues for
humans. This workshop will help municipal cammis-
sions and staff respond to public concerns and offer
local habitat management initiatives to discourage
popuiation growth.

DA. “Connecticut Freedom of Information Update”

Thomas Hennick, Publle Education Offlcer
CT Freedom of Information Commission .

The Freedom of Information Act guarantees all citizens
the right to have access to public records and public
documents. The workshop will help municipal officials
understand their rights and their obiigations urder the
FO Act. Some of the topics that are explored inclide;
conduciing executive sessions, how fo manage
requests for public records, and Conneclicut rules re-
garding electronic documants, email, and the agenda.

— SESSION 2 —
(* Denotes Advanced Workshop)

*AZ. “The Tankerhoosen River — New Approaches for
Watershed-Based Planning”

Erik V. Mas, PE, Sr. Projoct Manager, Fuss & O'Neill, Inc.

The Tankerhoosen River plan is one of the few approved water-
shed plans in Conneclicut that meets the EPA guidelines (i.e.

Mine Elements) to qualify for funding under Section 318 of lhe
Clean Water Act and other federal funding programs. This pre-
sentation will describe the key steps for conservation and inland
wetlands commissioners and staff, including new appmaches for
developing an EFA-approved watershed-based plan, using the
Tankerhoosen River watershed management plan as an example,

'Bz “Wetlands Law, Q&A™

Janet Brooks, Ath::—rney at Law, LLC;
David Wrinn, CT Attorney General's Office;
_Mark Branse, Branse Williz & Knapp. LLG

The quust:un—and—answer SEEEIOH you've been asking for! Mo
presarﬂah-}n by the atlome',rs Just ynur questions. .Jusl lhear

answers,

C2. “Connecticut Beaver Ecology: Impact on Wetlands
& Watercourses”

Carriec Pomfrey, CT DEP Wildlife Divislon
Habitat Management Program

Although beavers can create and enhance wetlands habitats,

their activilies are increasingly attracting the attention of municipal
leaders as their populations expand in Connecticut. This work-
shop will review their ecology along with parmit requirements
associated with their control.

*D2. *Connecticut Siting Counclil, Opportunities for
Municipal Input”

5. Derek Phelps, Executive Director

Connecticut Siting Council

A review of the composition, jurisdiction, and roview process of
the Connecticut Siting Council. Opportunities for inland wetlands
and other municipal land-use agencies to review and comment
upon proposed projects being evaluated by the Sifing Council will
be discussed, as well as ways in which conservation commis-
sions and other agencies may formally participate in the Council's
adjudicatary process, including the important “pre-file” process.



(* Denotes Advanced Workshop)
A3. "Harvesting Success in Farm-Friendly Towns"

Jiff Martin, Connecticut State Director, American Farmland
Trust & Joan Nichols, Government Relations Specialist,
Connecticut Farm Bureau Association

A review of the latest crop of farm-friendly municipalities, examin-
ing steps these communities have taken in the past year toward
farmland preservation and farm-friendly zoning. Examples includs
towns that have adopted right-to-farm ordinances, tax abatement
programs, agriculiure commissions, and more. Featured towns

to be discussed include: Durham, North Stonington, Coventry,
Guilford, Lebanon, and Woodstock as well updates from towns in
the AgVocate Project in Mortheast Connecticut.

B3. "Wetlandé Commission Procedures, an Update”
Mark Branse, Branse, Willis & Knapp, LLC

This workshop will fodus an the procedural aspects of permit
applications, such as drafting of the legal nolices, conduct of
the public hearing, canflict of interest/ predetermination claims,
environmental interventions, site walks, the role of gxperts,
and jurisdictional issues. This program is recommended if you
haven't taken the DEP Weflands Training Segment || course
or if you would like an update,

C3. "Re-Moving a Mile-a-Minute in Connecticut”

Logan Senack, CT Invasive Plant Coordinator,
University of Connecticut

Mile-a-minute vine (Fersicaria perfoliata), a highly invasive annuasl
plant listed on the CT Invasive Plant List, was first reported in
Connecticut in Greenwich in 2000. Since then, it has spread to 17
Connecticut towns and to other Mew England states. This work-
shop will focus on the biolegy and spread of mile-a-minute vine
in CT and will cover proper identification, reporting and control of
the vine.

*D3. “DEP Nonpoini Source Project Grant Opportunl-
ties, Low Impact Development Initiatives & Wetlands
Agent Forum™

MaryAnn Nuscom-Haverstock, DEP-Nonpoint Sourco
Project & DEP Wetlands Management Section staff

The workshop will deseribe the CT DEP Nonpoint Source Project,
outiine opportunities for municipal grants, review recent advances
in kw impact development initiatives, and discuss the role of
consernvation commissions, infand wetlands agencies and other
municipal commissions in these programs. I will also provide a
forum for wetlands agents and commissioners lo raise issues thal
can be addressed by DEP Wetlands Management Seclion stafl.
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ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING SERVICES

Wetland, Biological and Soil Surveys,
Impact Assessment and Mitigation Planning

— MICHAEL S. KLEIN, Principal -

Certified Professional Wetland Scientist
Registered Soil Scientist

PHONE/FAX
(860} 236-1578

BY BELKNAF ROAD
WEST HARTFORD, CT 056117

STEVEN DANZER, PHD & ASSOCIATES LLC
wetlands & Envivonmental Cmmrltiuﬂ

STEVEN DaNZER, '1D
professional Wetland Scientist (Pws)
Soil Seientisl
203 451-8319
WWWLCTWETLAN DS CONSULTING.COM

WETTAND BOUNTIARIES = POND & LAKE MANAGEMENT
CONSTRUCTION FEASIRILITY COMSULTATIONS « ENVIRDOMMENTAL STUDIES

e —

|
Assisting Municipalities, Developers, '
State Agencies, and Private Clients ‘
with Welland Delincation and
Funetiongl Asgessmenl Services ‘

« Engineering & Teological Review of
Municipal Applications |

s Inlpnd & Coastal Wetland Delinealions
v Wetland & Wildlifc Habitat Assessment
® Matural Resource Mandgoenient

Duilding strong parincrships with our clients fo deliver
creative zolufions that are technically sound,
cosi-effective, and covironmentally sensitive

Engineering,

Larticape Archifectune
wnd Envirmnncmial Sciowe

ﬂgﬁ MILONE & MACBROOM®

tr Bealy Diive - Cheshire, OT 06410 - T 33 271 1773« B 208 1729733
133 Didinin Srecer, Sth Floor - Standond, OT 064901 - 'L 303 5880530 - B 203 5827333
SO0 East Madin Streer, Sie, 3% - Branfoed, OT 06405 T 203 481 4208 - E 203 485-7205

vrw milonezndmachroom com

Addisdemal olfoes In Meweazde, ME; Greenville, 5C; Rakigh, MC; 8. Mardingeom, VT




Wildlife, continued from page 7

along with information on any impact to plant or animal
life outside the wetlands that might, in turn, iImpact
the wetlands,™

The applicant held the position that § 22a-41 (d)
prohibited the agency from requesting information
on plants and animals ‘when there is no evidence

of a change in the physical characteristics of a
wetland. Not so, said the Supreme Court. “Nothing
in § 22a-41 (d) prohibits a commission from
requesting information on wildlife in order to
determine whether the proposcd activity cither will
‘affect the physical characteristics of such wetlands’
or will impact wildlife outside the wetlands that in
turn will “affect the physical characteristics of such
wetlands.’ % The decision of whether a project will
impact wetlands resources is a faciual determination
“{hat only the commission is empowercd to make
and what cannot be reached in the absence of such
|wildlife] inform ation.””

This court holding is tremendous support for agencies
in carrying out their dutics. An agency doesn’t need
1o make a preliminary finding of impact to request &
inventory of plant and animal life. 1t is the inventory

“self that is needed to make the
to wellands resources. The courl also authorized the
submission of information on plant and animal life i
the upland review ared 1o determine if such an impact
in the upland review arca might impact wetlands.

Are there limits to how far from wetlands an agency

may properly seck ‘nformation about plant and animal

life? OFf course. The courl warns that if the area
for which an inventory of animal life is sought “is
0 remote and makes it so unlikely that the activity
could have any

such a demand on the applicanL.”™

Finally, the Supreme Court settles the score on who

offect on the wetlands that it would be
arbitrary and capricious for the commission to impose

determination of impact n

i

i
:
|

has the burden of proof regarding a permit application. |

nt argued that no
ife could be required

Tt is the applicant. The applica
inventory of plant and animal |

until someone had first offercd evidence that an impact

on plant and animal life could cause a change lo the
physical characteristics of wetlands, The court said
no. The applicant impermissibly shifted the burden
from the applicant to the commnission and placed “the
commission in the role of disproving the [applicant’s|

Wildlife, continued on page H

Ferrucei & Walicki, LLC

Land Management Consultants

Environmental Stewardship
and Land Mansgemenl since 15902

s Forest & Open Space Management Services
« Property Tax Reduction

« IS & GPS-based Mapping

+ Forest & Wildlife Habital Improvemant

« Timber Inventories & Appraisals

» Professionally Managed Timber Harvasts

« Environmental Oversight

« Municipal Watershed Management

VsiT DUE WEESITE FOR EXAMPLES OF WHAT WE CAN DO FOR you!
EREE DOWNLOADS AT WIWW FWFORESTENRS.COM - LNDER “PESOURCES"

G WaY ROan
pDTFFELD, GT (16455
AEQ.349-TONT  Fax: BG0-349-7032
EnaiL: FWEIFWFORESTERE.COM

WWW.FWFORESTERS.COM

Satelite Ofiices in Conneclicut:
CovTHTRY, GHEGIIRE, FOMPRLT, Maoison

Senicr Stall
TIaM PERAGCHES, PHIL Cas2ng, PAncew HoasiNaRAR
Thonas Wet o an MIgHATL FeRrmune)

Municipal Permit Review
Wetland Delineation
Wetland Assessment

Vernal Pool Survey
Wildlife Survey
Impact Assessment
Mitigation, Creation

JODIE CHASE
Ecologist

860.550.1703
www.chaseecological.com

%&%ﬁ& Connwood Foresters, Inc.

ZEChhin paprosenting Landowiners Since 1945

Expert Witiess Srvices
Timber Sales & Appraigals
Tiovmdary TocafionMaintenmes
Trvasive Species Control
GIS and GPS Mapping

Tarest Stewardship Plams
Property Lk Savings (1 A4y
Baseline Documentalion Repors
[ree Pratection PMlars
Pennil Acguisition

HG0-349-0910
Foresiers & Arborists in Central, Western and lastem o

COMNWODD.COM
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Wildlife, continued from page 10
assertion rather than evaluating information presented
to [the commission] . . ™

The Supreme Court went painstakingly through the
transeripts of four nights of public hearings and what
evidence was ofTered by the applicant, intervenor and
the agency. During the hearings an agency member
specifically asked for alternatives to the proposal

which would limit water flowing to a vernal pool. The
applicant rejected the request for alternatives stating
since there was no impact to the wetlands, the applicant
was not required to submit alternatives. The agency’s
cxpert identified deficiencies in the application,

namely lack of identification of animal speeics in the
wetlands and drainage information. When the applicant
responded the inventory was general and not keyed to
specific wetlands on the property.

The Supreme Court found it significant that the
apency’s regulations authorized the agency lo require
a wildlife inventory. Morcover, the regulations do not
require the agency to find an adverse impact to the
wetlands, before requesting an inventory.

The applicant’s last hope was to argue that it was
entitled to be remanded, sent back, to the agency

to allow the applicant another opportunily in this
application proceeding to offer the requested
information on animal life. The applicant clung to
the argument that it wasn’t on notice what the agency
wanted, The court made short shrift of that claim,
referring Lo the numerous opportunitics that it was
given lo respond to agency concerns during the public
hearing process.

Why docs this case support the agency when in the
recent past the Supreme and Appellate Courts have
thrown out numerous wetlands agency denials? The
big distinction: this denial was based on lack of
information from the applicant, Previous denials
have involved the agency making findings of adverse
impaect or voting down applications without making a
finding of adverse impact. ‘The similarity in all of these
cascs is that the Supreme Court is continuing (o look
for “substantial evidence” to support the agency denial.
The court hasn’t found substantial evidence where an
agency relied on vague, general or speculative evidence
of an adverse impact, The court in Unistar found
substantial evidence for the agency to require more

11

information that in turn allows the agency (o make the
factual determination of adverse impact.

The Supreme Court has ruled that the 2004 revisions
to the wetlands act are a source of authority for
agencies to rely on in gathering information on plant
and animal lile, The court has thwarled any attempt
by the applicant to shift the burden of proof away from
the applicant and onto the agency. The next challenge
is for agencies who reccive the information they have
sought to base denials on substantial evidence. The
Supreme Court has solidly affirmed the right to gather
the information, which is a valuable tool in protecting
Connecticut’s wetlands and watercourses.

Janet Brooks, Attorney at Lew, LLC

(Endnotes)

1 Sorry, we don’t know [rom the court decision whether the
agency was referring to "animals™ or “plants and animals,” so

I am using the word the Supreme Court used in its decision, It
is clear from reading the decision that the applicant understood
the word “wildlife” to encompass plants and animals. From
the information given in the court ruling, it is not elear what the
agency was referring to.

2 Unistar Properties. LLC v. Conservation & Inland Wetlands.
Commission, 293 Conn. 93, 109 (20097,

Commission, 293 Conn. 93, 109 (2009).

A Unistar Properlics, LLC v, Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Cominission, 293 Conn. 93, 110 (2009,

5 Unistar Propertics. LLC v. Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Commission, 293 Conn. 93, 110 {2009},

i Unistar Properties, 1.1.C v Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Commission, 293 Conn. 93, 117 (2009,

7 Unistar Properties. LL.C v, Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Commission, 283 Conn. 93, 111 (2009).

% Unistar Propertics. LLC v. Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Commission, 293 Conn, 93, 111 n. 15 (2009},

9 Unistar Properties, LLC v, Conservation & Inland Wetlands
Commission, 293 Conn. 93, 112 (2009},
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Commissioners Traim'ng
Program

he Department of Environmental Protection’s
I 2009 Segment 3 Municipal Inland Wetlands

Commissioners Training Program will be
offered al the end of October through the beginning
of November. This year’s Segment 3 theme js

with morning classroom presentations followed by
an atternoon ficld visit to further discuss the topic.
1t is expected that two lorestry workshops will he
oflered, one in Norfolk and one in Marlborough, 1n
addition, DEP hopes to offer two other agriculture
related workshops, a dairy aperation in Lebanon and
an equestrian facility in Redding. Duc 1o workshop
size limitations parlicipants will be asked to sign

up for one workshop of their choosing. Details,
including dates, arc currently being planned. As
information becomes available it will pe posted

on the following website: hltp:ﬂcnutinuiugamdies.

uconn.edu/professional/dep/wetlands. himl. &

FUSS & O’'NEILL

isciplinnes to Dgfiper

Waler / Wastewsaler
Stormwater
Watershed Siudies
Ecological Risk Assessments
Ecological Restoration
Third-Parly Review of Plans and Parmit Applicalions
Wedlands Dalineations
Water Qualily and Biclogical Monitoring

BO0-286-2469 www.FandO. com

—
e TR e

Fall 2009 - DEP Inland Wetlands

agriculture, including forestry. Sepment 3 will begin

CFPA has a long history of providing individuals
organizations with support to meet their ohjective
and continues to be a central meeting place for
Connecticut’s conservation and hiking organizati
We will help to coordinate the efforts of the vario
groups working to improve and promote trails anc
health in the same cooperative spirit exhibited wh
the Association helped create the parks and trials i
the first place,

Another important target group will be familics wi
children. Connecticut’s child obesity ratc is at 15
percent and climbing cvery year, Through our Fan
Rambles, we introduce adults and kids to the joys ¢
outdoor activity in a safe and fun way. Volunteer
guides arc given training in outdoor education,
interprefation, and first aid. They choose the locati,
and types of walks they prefer to do. If you are
mterested in becoming a family guide, information
1s available on-line at www.ctwoodlands/volunteey
look under the “Mentor” scetion for more informati
Even il you are only looking for help with organizir
events for your commission, you can take advantage
of a free training workshop to be in October. More
information will be forthcoming on the CI'PA webs;
m the fall.

WalkCT will bring to people from all backgrounds
the experience of conmecting with the land, fostering
lifelong interest and responsibility for its wellbeing,
WalkCT will provide people with an outdoor
expericnce within their comfort zone, Working with
Ourmany parincrs, we will promote Conneeticut as
4 tourist destination where visitors come to hike and
walk, to stay in our hotels and mns, to dine at our
restaurants, and to visit our cultural and historic sites,
WalkCT will encourage walking and biking as real
transportation altematives around our communitics
and our schools,

If your commission is interested m WalkCT and
would like to hear more about it, staff are available fo
presentations, We ask that you invite other potentially
interested partics in your town (planners, health
department, economic development/chambers of
commerce, park and rec), and particularly your mayors
and sclectmen to attend. For more information contac
me at llewis@ctwoodlands.org, or call CEPA at 86()-
346-2372. We can help you £ct started on the path to
healthier, happicr communiies. t



Watershed, continued from page 5

be completed during this period, as well as project
monitoring and tracking.

*  Long-Term Recommendations consist of continued
implementation of any additional projects necessary
to mest watershed objectives, as well as an
evaluation of progress, accounting of successes and
lessons learned, and an update of the watershed
management plan. Long-term recommendations are
intended to be completed during the next 5- to 10-
year timeframe and beyond.

The watershed-based plan also includes cost estimates
[or the recommendations, anticipaled pollutant

load reductions, an implementation schedule with
milestones, and available funding sources for
implementing the watershed plan.

Where to Get Additional Help

With the prospect ol’ additional federal stimulus
funding on the horizon and a continued movement
toward sustainability and green infrastructure,
developing a comprehensive watershed-based plan
is more important than cver for obtaining funding to
restore and prolect water resources in Connecticut.

BestManagehiEhtPfudu:ts,'lnc. o
860-434-0277 Bﬁl‘.} 434-3195 fax

800-504-8008 www.bmpinc.com
Mt. Archerﬂd Lyme, CT 06371 L

I you are interested in learning more about
developing watershed-based plans, please contact us at
860-646-2469 x4433 or emas(@fando.com. Additional
information is also available from the following
SOUrces:

Connceticut Depariment ol Environmental Protection
Watershed Management and Coordination Program
(860-424-3020),
hitp://www.cl.gov/dep/ewp/view.asp?a=2719&q=3256
28&depNav_GIN=1654&depNav.

LS. Environmental Protection Agency “Handbook
for Developing Watershed Plans to Restore and
Protect Our Walers”, hitp://www.epa.goviowow/nps/
watcrshed handbook/pdi‘handbook.pdf.

Center for Watershed Protection, Urban Subwatcrshed
Restoration Manual Scrics,
hitp:/www.cwp.org/Storc/usrm.him,

Plan Contributors: Fuss & O Neill and the I'ricnds
of the Hockanum River Linear Park, in conjunction
with the Town of Vernon, the North Central
Conservation District, Rivers Alliance of Connecticut,
the Hockanum River Watershed Association, and the
Belding Wildlife Trust, fg
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Remembering Allan Noa

2 SRR

by Tom ODell

llan died June 26, 2009 of pancreatic cancer. He was a true and dedicated environmentalist who is missed
by the many people that his gencrosity and friendship touched.

Allan was a good fricnd and big supporter of CACIWC, always willing to help i he could. It was, “If I can,
I-do.” He first met CACIWC when he worked in DEP’s Namiral Resource Center, We tapped into his editing
and publishing skills, first for ideas to enhance CACIWC's newsletter, The Hubilat, (hen later with his
encouragement to update the conservation commission handbook, which was originally written and produced
by DEP. Allan’s persistence and publishing skills were significant contributions to the 1998 3™ Edition of The
Handhook for Conservation Commissions.

It was always a lcarning experience to chat with him in his DEP cubicle surrounded by environmental
publications he was working on. He was generous with his time and thoughtful in replies to my countless
questions, And the puns? They were pun-ishing but always kept the smile on my face.

Allan founded the DLP Book Store and brought the “best of Connecticut™ publications to CACIWC’s annual
environmental conference for display and purchase—he wanted everyone to have an opportunity to explore and
get to know Connecticut’s beautiful wild and scenic landscapes and the critllers that lived therc.

In the fall ol 2007 CACIWC contracted with Allan to guide the Board of Directors in development of a
Strategic Plan, Some may remember being collared by Allan at the 2007 Environmental Conference to fill out
a questionnaire lo assist in development of the Plan. The Plan was completed in May 2008, Tt seems like only

yesterday, but it was a life time ago.

Allan’s passion for cnvironmental causes, his gencrosity, his leadership and creativity will stand the test of time.

Allan will be remembered. *

Advertisement

By John Guszkowski, AICB LEED-AP
Director of Manning, CME

Like many places in the country, Conneeti-
ouE is seeing a resurgence of interest in local
agriculture, The popularity of locally grown
food and fber produces has alse ercated
more and more fucstions abour ﬁ;gu[:-u:ing
farms at a local fevel, Inland wetlands and
watercourse commissions are legally en-
titled to veview any activity thar may affecr
a werland or watercourse bur are nor legally
entitled ro require the review of ongoing,
“as of right” farming operarions such as the

Watch Your Step: Tread Carefully on Regulating Agriculture

-

Beyoud regulation, it is an excellent idea to
enconrage input and partcipadion from rhe
i lncal agriculoure and

tilling of soil and planting or hﬂrtvcsﬁug_cn
craplands within wetands or an established
upland review zone.

local  conumissioners  shanld
check rhe following sources 1o
answer the guestion on whether

- Fﬂr‘uRLl’}r Enrl.‘ln'lurlir}'.
1 Anoacdve  dialogue
wirh farmers on envi-
ronrrental ch:ii[nngﬂs.
and besr pracrices will
not only help to main-
tain & healthy ecosystemn bue will also go 5

leng way roward ensuring an active agrical-

or not Jocal agricultursd land use

praceices are exempt: a) Con-
mecticut General Stamires Sec-
rion 22a-40(z)(L1); b) the 2006 DEP Regu-
Latioms concerning wetlands exemptions; )
Drelmitions of “agriculture” or "larming” in
local Wetlands and Zoning regulations.

lll!’.‘l] C[]]l‘ll‘l’]!]!‘lif}' il'l }"ﬂl]r oA .

CME Associates, Tnc. Ts a Connectlout-based
corporation providing architactural; civil, struc-
tural and transportalion engineering; planning;
environmental and land surveying s=rvices.
They have offices located in Easl Hartford,
Woodstock, CT and Sauthbridge, MA.

CME ASSOCIATES. INC.

Comprelsensive Sevvices far the Bettermens of
Builr-md Natural Envinsmacuts




800-313-3320 WWWAGRESOURCEINC.COM

The Source. far Compodst and Soil

Incloding: Wetland Soil and Organic Fertihzer

Assessment of Pollutant Loads and
Evaluation of Treatment Systems
{ARLET.S)

Water Quality Software for Land Development Projects

T.aw OFFICES OF

Branqe Wﬂhs &-, Kn app., e

?fmmg & lnland Weﬂallda
fnmmmuﬂl & Residential Real Fstute

Business ng * Municipal Law
; Wills & Probate

 Mauk K. Branse ® Marruew J. WL
e Knare @ Ronavo UL Ocusnenr

Develeped by Steve Trinkaus, PE, CPESC, (PSWQ
BRENDAN SCLAIN

Trinkaus Engineering, LLC Catculate pollutont loads for
114 Hunters Ridge Road TSS, TR, T, DIM, ZN, Cu & TPH
Southbury, CT 06488 for 23 land uge conditions,
www. trinkausenginesring.com evaluate effective of 34
aplets@earthlink net treatment systems fo

203-264-4558 remove pollutents from runoff

148 Eustern Boulevurd, Buite | ““]'1____5_
Clastonbury. CT Uﬁﬁqﬁ .
Tel: 860.659 3735 = |:'£UL- E'-ﬁﬂ 1559 9363

Make the scene

green

with envu onmentally saff

;' Reducas stonnwater mnﬂff {Remgmzed by FPA
- as best prar,tlce fot stormwatcr managf:ment)
: Mltlgﬂtﬁﬂ sm'faﬁﬂ pr.-llutantq

Contact Executive Director Jim Langlois of the Connecticut Concrete Promotion:
912 Silas Deanc Hwy., Wethersfield, CT 06109 » tel.: 860.529.6855 = fax: 860.563.0616 = imLanglois@ctcons




Connecticut Association of Conservation and
Inland Wetlands Commissions, Inc.
deKoven House Community Center
27 Washinglon Street
Middletown, CT (06457
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DOUGLAS C. MAXELLOMN, CHAIR

EMFIELD MVWE

920 ENFIELD STREET

EMFICLD, CT 08052

THeE HARITAT

Dedicated to constant vigilance, judicious management and

conxervation of our precious natural resources.

e
KEYI‘]!?IE. SPeakef and Address

Patrick M, Comins, Director of Bird
Conservation for Audubon Connecticut
speaks aboul
“The Role of Municipalitics in
Preserving Threatened Bird Tabitats
in Connecticut”

See page 1.

CACTWC’s Conference Workshops

Announced including:
Advanced Administrative, l.cgal, and Scientific
Sessions for Conservation & Wetlands
Commissioners and Agents!

See pages 8 and 9 for delaily.

&

@
Prinied on

recyeled paper

CACIWC’s 32nd Annual Meeting &
Environmental Conference

(G
CACIWC 2009 Annual
Recognition Awards

There is still time to submil your nominations for a
CACIWC annual award, Nominations will be accept-
ed until October 20, 2009 in five award categories:

1. Wetlands Commission of the Year

2. Conservation Commission ol the Ycar
3. Wetlands Commissioner of the Year

4. Conservation Commissioner of the Year
5. Commission Agent or Staff of the Year

Please sce www.CACIWC.org for the nomination
form and additional mformation. Completed nomi-
nation forms should be emailed to the CACIWC
Annual Award Nominations Comimittee at:
AnnualMig@CACTWC.org.
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Jim Govoni, Windsar tree warden, left, and Chris Bennett, of the Windsor Public Works Department, install a 150-square-
foot "green” roof on the Windsor Public Library on Monday.

Rooftop lwmg at its greenest atop Windsor Ilbrary

B!_.r Nicole Guzzardi

For the Journal Inguirer

WINDSOR — The town library is joining
efforts to go green with the installation of a
100-zquare-foot green roof.

A green roof is part or all of a rooftop ©
covered with vegetation and soil. 1t keeps the
building insulated, absorbs rainwater, and
provides a home for wildlife.

The green root at the library will be for
demonstration and education purposes,
Environmental Planner and Wetlands Agent
Cyd Groff said, “demonstration thal thess
can work in Windsor and cducation for both

children and adults because of the plants we
choze.”

The rooftop grids contain 4 inches of sub-
strate soil, and the plants chosen will attract
butterflics, Groff said.

The green roof will be visible from the
Mather House reading room, a part of the
library, and on nice weather days supervised
vigits will be held.

Groff said that part of thi: demonstration is
to do a comparison of cnergy use during the

next 12 months for both heating and eooling.

“I've been discussing potential green roofs
with staff and developers for almost four
years,” Groff said.

When Chicago started using them on ils
city buildings, Grofl satd her interest piqued
and she started mentioning the idea more
often.

“We wanted to try one, but needed to find
a Lown huilding with a roof that offered
some protection rom severe wind, but had
sun exposure needed for the plants,” she
saiil,

The library was the bhoilding settled on and
the town paid for it as a "test Investment,”
she said,

The company chosen to help with the
ereen rool 1s Weston Solations, which has an
office in Glastonbury and growing felds in
in Kensington, Groff said.




;2009 International Soil and Water
. onservation Society Conference
Delegate’s Report

';-Sub itted by: Jessie Dyer

* The 2089 International Soil and Water Conser-
' vation S¥ciety Conferenee was held in Dearborn,
‘ Michiganyom July 11™ to July 15". The confer-
- ence was Ncked of by President Peggie James
~ addressing Yl of the delegates at the House of
" Delegates m§eting on Sunday July 12" Peggie
© spoke to the theme of the conference

" "Conservation \oday and Tomorrow" by urging
" chapters to incrdase student involvement to be-
. ginning creating lgaders for the future of the con-

. servation movemeyt.

" The meeting continded with the presentation of
W two resolutions. The §rst, presented by the Wis-

& t:bnsm chapter propoged tc decrease the cur-

i lw“‘i P

tional Capital Chapter would cover $2,100 of the
nd $1,500 would be expected to be cov-
the host chapter. The resolution was

rounding energy, water a
change the need for the so
than ever. Peggie challenged
increase membership but to inc

munity projects relating w yreener co
and energy conservation.

Mark your calendars for the 65" Internation
Conference in St. Louis, Missouri from July 1
to the 20" 2010!

| felt this proposal would limit repres
' regions on the Board and give too
& to the Executive Director. The resolfi
W passed.

i _' 'members across the Society. The purpase ould
. be to network and develop stronger partnersiips
. between national agencies, organizations, and
pnhcy makers. Those presenting the proposal

en apter News

ant Plaza gets hybrid
oreen roof

From The Daily Campus, UCONN Posted: 9/2/09
After two years of fundraising and organization,

the Soil and Water Conservation Society, in col-
laboration with EcoHusky, will complete the Gant

l Plaza Roof Project this Wednesday.

This environmental cooperation was imple-
mented as an effort to use green practices
around campus specifically that dealt specifically
with water issues, according to Natural Resource
Management & Engineering (NRME) faculty
member, Jack Clausen. Clausen also serves as
an advisor to the Soil and Water Conservation
Society.

Gant Plaza, located within the Science Complex
on the north side of campus, will receive its
makeover on Wednesday morning with the help
of any student willing to participate. The festivi-
ties will start at 10 o'clock and will include a free

Cowt .



Covet .

pizza lunch at around noon. At 1 in the after-
noon, a formal ceremony will take place cele-
brating the completion of the project.

Rich Miller, the director of Environmental Policy
at the University, will serve as the master of
ceremonies. Special guests Barry Feldman, the
vice president and chief operating officer for the
University of Connecticut, and Amey Marrelia,
the commissioner of the Department of Environ-
mental Protection, will speak on behalf of the ac-
complishment.

"DEP is pleased to be working with UConn and
the town of Mansfield to suppc-rt efforts to im-
prove the water quality ., .s8 jlevliierBrook." Act-
ing Commissioner, Ame‘y ' said

"The Grant Plaza roof project is a perfect exam-
ple of the kinds of steps we can take to accom-
plish that goal. This 'green’ roof is expected to
reduce the volume of storm water that drains into
Eagleville Brook and causes water quality is-
sues," Marrella said. "The project is also an ex-. 4
ample’of the steps UConn is taking to be a first- ¥
rate environmental citizen and set an example
for outstanding environmental stewardship.”

The green roof itself will act as a hybrid between
a park and a traditional green roof, which, as the |
name would imply, ordinarily be found on top of-
a building. Green roofs were originally designed
in order to redirect water flow, having the plants

. New England Chapter newsletter delivered via
W email.

“attention.

use the water to grow. While UConn's green roof &
will be at ground level, it will still have the envi- ,
ronmental benefits, but also serve as an aes- i;" .
thetically pleasing fixture open to all students. ’

"The plaza is in an accessible place for all stu-
dents...you'll be able to sit up there to relax,
have a picnic, or just look." Said Clausen. "We
could have put it up high, but then no one would -
be able to see it and utilize it." '

Clausen encourages all students to attend to-
morrow's green festivities and to be part of
UConn's movement towards a greener campus.

® Copyright 2009 The Daily Campus

SPECIAL NOTE: SNEC-SWCS
Newsletter to become electronic

In the interest of saving time and saving money,
Sthe board has decided to have the Southern

If you wish to continue receiving this
newsletter in hard copy, please send a short
note to SNEC-SWCS, P.O. Box 487, Belcher-
town, MA 01007 saying that you want to keep
your hard copy subscription. Thank you for your

-J'.'.' ey
ok

Nancy Ferlow, Newisletter editor

5N EC_ —SWCS
P.(3. Box 487

-~ Belchertown, MA 01007

SOIL

AND WATER
CONSERVATION
SOCIETY

Katie Bednaz
Town of Enficld
%20 Enflield St
Enlield, CT 06082
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Topsoil for Constructed Wetlands by Tim Gould and Thomas Peragall

Editorial Board Note: A critical component of &:rccemfu! wetlands creation or restoration projecis is appropriate
wetlands substrate. Introduction of amended topsail, high in organic content, is ofien specified to foster plant growth,
air and water movement and nutrient availability. The addition of compost to mineral soils increases organic matter
and improves soil properties. The following article is a Fact Sheet from the New Hampshire Association of Natural
Resource Scientists [NHANR] regarding compost-amended soils for wetlands mitigation projects.

anufactured soils are a creative source of
topsoil for use in constructed wetlands or

3) Likely Seed Bank: Determining seed bank can
best be achieved by knowing your material sources.

in wetland restoration projects. These soils  Visiting the compost facility will reveal factors that

are normally produced by mixing on-site or off-site
mineral material, with compost from various sources.
Industry experts recommend the following soil
characteristics for most constructed wetlands.

The ideal manufactured soil will provide adequate
plant nutrients, healthy microbial activity,
unresiricted infiltration and physical stabilily, These
qualities will help ensure rapid plant establishment,
high plant survivability, improved Noodwater
retention, resistance to erosion and absorption of
pollutants. Experience has shown that wetland
formation is accelerated by application of a high
quality wetland soil subsirate.

There are three key components that the compost
industry experts focus on when making wetland soil:

1) Organic Matter Content: Leaf compost is
generally used to increase organic matfer and
make wetland topsoil. Leaf compost can vary
from 25% to 40% organic matter depending on
the source. Typically, leaf compost js incorporated
in a ratio of 1:1 with loamy topsoil that has an
organic matter content of about 5% or it is blended
in a ratio of 2:1 (two parls compost} with loamy
subsoil thal has negligible organic matter content.
Since regulatory guidelines suggest organic matter
content for constructed wetland soil as high as
20%, il is important to scleet compost that is high
in organic matter content. Although 20% organic
mater content® in the final soil mix is the regulatory
standard, many consider 12% organic matter to be
adequate for constructed wetlands.

2) Soil Texture: The lexture of the mineral soil
portion in the final soil mix is critical for proper
permeabilily, moisture holding capaeity, and
resistance lo compaction or subsidence. The most
commonly recommended UUSDA lextural classes
include: sandy loam (SI.), fine sandy loam (FST.),
silt loam (Sil.) or loam (L),

coniribule to likely seed content. For example, the
thoroughness of the composting operalion such as
turning frequency, method of turning, and feedstock
sources can easily be determined from a site visit.

Other soil characteristics are important for assessment
of the soil’s long-term capability to store and

release nutrients and to provide adequate rooting.
Careful sampling followed by chemical and physical
laboratory analyses is necessary to assess these
characteristics. In addition, it is recommended to
sample for background levels of important nutrients
or contaminants such as metals in order to determine
management objectives, such as the regulation of pll.
These other characteristics are:

= Cation Exchange Capacity (CEC): CECisa
measurement of the soil’s ability to absorb and
releasc many of the primary plant nutrients that
occur as cations (Ca, Mg, K, NIi4, etc.), A CEC
of 20 or more is recommended for best results. A
general rule of thumb is thatl a soil manufacturcd
from compost, having 15-20% organic matter will
have an adequate CEC.

¢ Bulk Density: Bulk density is the mass per unit
volume of the whole soil, including porc space, so
it 1s a reflection of porosity. Bulk density impacis
the resistance to plant roots and the ability of air
and waler to move within and through the soil.
IFor constructed soils the recommended range of
bulk density is 1.05 to 1.17 g/ce or 1600 to 1800
Ibs./cubic yards as a delivered,

« Soil pH: Soil pH is a measurement of the
hydrogen ion concentration in the soil solution.
It is commonly referred to as “acidity™ or
“alkalinity”. The soil pH deternimines the
availability ol nutrients and other chemical
constituents. A soil pH o 6.5 to 7.5 is
recommended lor manufactured wetland soils.
‘T'he specific needs of the selected plant materal



must be determined and the pH adjusted as
needed for optimum growth of plants.

e Application Depth: An application depth of
8-12” (manufactured soil) is recommended
for best results in constructed wetlands. For
in-kind replication, the topsoil thickness in
the replication should be equal to the topsoil
thickness in the wetland to be impacted.

*US Army Corps af Engineers - New Lagland
District Mitigation Guidance for New England
District Mitigation Plan Checklist, January 2007:
page 11, Section F. Topsoil. The pdf link is:
http:/hwww. nae. usace.army. mil/reg/Mitication%20P
lan%20Checklist%20Guidance pdf.

Tim J. Gould is the Vice President of Agresource,
Inc. 100 Main Street, Amesbury, MA 01913, Phone:
978-388-5110. Email: tgould@agresourceine.com.

Thomas Peragallo is chair of the New Hampshire
Association of Natural Resource Scientist’s
Edcation and Research Committee, PO Box 110,
Concord, NH 03302, Phone: 603-890-65 02, Email:

iperagallo@stompit.net. a

T Seuree Jor Compost and Soil

[ﬂcluding: Wetland Soil and Organic Fertilizer

800-313.5320 WWWAGRESOURCEING. COM
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Water utllities have long been stewards of the environment, We recognize the importance of
protecting the water resources of the state. We have demonsirated this through our
longstanding practices of source water protection, water quality monitoring, forest
management, and open space preservation. We take our responsibility serlously and
routinely work with other stakeholders to provide for the stewardship c;.i{he water resources of
the state. We stand ready to work with stakeholders and policymakers fo develop balanced
regulations that provide for environmental stewardshlp and meet the needs of the residents of

The legisialure, in recognizing the limitalions
of the existing minimum streamflow
standards, through Public Act 05-142
directed the Departiment of Environmental
Proteclion to adopt new slreamflow
regulations thal would apply to all ivers and
streams, promole and prolect usage for
recrealion, ond be based on natural
varialions of flow and best available
sclience.

The water industry did not oppose this
legisiation as we saw the environmental
value of regulating all dams in the state and
were assured by the following statulory
language requiring the regulations be
developed:

o ... recognizng and providing for the
needs and requirements of public
health, flood control, industry, public
ulilities, waler supply, public safety,
agriculture, and ofher lawful uses of such
waoters.,.."

« “further recognizing and providing for
siream and river ecology, requirements
of natural aguatic ife, natural wildlife
and public recreafion,..." and

s may provide special condilions or
exemptions tor extreme economic
hardship, agricultural use, or "as
necessary fo allow a public wafer
systern ... fo comply wilh the
obligations as set forth in the regulations
of CT State ogoencies.”

It was apparent that the legislature
expected DEP to draft regulations that
adequately balance the many competing
demands placed on our waters. CWWA
cannot support proposed regulafions that
fail to balance environmental, public health,
safety and economic Interests  and meet
the needs of the residents of the state. Nor
would such proposed regulations satisfy the
directive of the legislature.

The curent drafl regulations provide [or a
stream classification system which will
impose reservoir release requirements and
groundwater withdrawal limits for existing
public water supply sources based on the
shream clossification. Egceptions are
allowed where flow munagerment plans are
developed and opproved by the
Depariment.

The Department plans to develop slream
classifications over a 5 year periad with
compliance required in designated basins
within 5 years of basin classification. The
curent process lacks any mechanism to
pricritize the basins or compliance schedules
or any process for a cosl-benefil analysis of
the costs [monetary and social) of
compliance as compared to the
environmental cutcomas. DEP should make
available data relative to the proposed
regulation's impac! on aguatic life and
allow policymakers to determine whelher
the cosis are justified relalive to the
perceived environmenial benefil.

Not knowing at the onset how streams will be classified makes It virtually fmpossible for any of
the stakeholders to accurately assess the impacts or benefits of the propdsad regulations.




CWWA continues to recommend that DEP first complete the basin classificatlon process
before promulgating the streamflow standards. This would allow dll parties to assess
the actual impacts and benefits to plan for their needs without relying on assumptions,
which may or may not be appropriate, depending on d stream’s classification.

Based on the best available Information and reasonable assumptions regarding fthe
classification of most streams, CWWA believes the regulations, as currently proposed, could
severely Impact the delivery of public water service In the state, 1t would limit the amount of
water supplies available for public health, safety, industry and recreation and jeopardize the
ability of public water suppliers fo meet thelr obligations to serve thelr customers and our
communitles. As aresult they could:

e limit water utility safe yield and available supply and result in reductions in the margin of
safety for many companies, which in some cases will mean the difference between o
supply surplus and a deficit

e affecl water quality and aesthelics for our custormers

« impaoct our ability to meet basic public health and safety needs ol our communities,
i.e. sanitation, fire protection

« significantly increase customer rales, including those for municipal fire protection, fo
cover the cosls for utililies to comply

« undermine economic recovery and job growih - impacting existing businesses and
fimiting growth and economic developrment in communities;

« impose frequent and lenglhy water use reslrictions on customers fo limit demand during
certain periods o provide lorreleases

« reguire the development of new sources, if available, and limil the likelihood ol
interconnections and plans for regional waler supply solutions

e limit ability for communitics to plan or consider water supply and smarl growlh policies as
ihey consider their future

« requirc substantial, cosily infrastructure madificafions and additional personnel fo comply
ensure compliance with the moniloring and reporling requirements

« impose coslly burdens for compliance on towns and cilies with rmunicipal water
departments

« require water compaony customers to bear the costs of compliance while there is clearky
a broader public benefit and many stokeholdors served by the immamcntqiinn ol the
regulations :

It Is difficult to see how the proposed regulations meet the intent of the legislation or whether
utilities can reasonably be expected to comply with them. Therec are not sufficient conditions or
exaemplions to allow for compliance with other regulatory obligations including those of DPH,
DPUC, and DCC. Itis not clear if additional sources are even available or could be permitted
to offset the loss of supplies. As important, is whelher the environmental benefits support Ihe
costs and if the significant uncerlainty and risk created by the regulations is acceplable for the
citizens of the slale,

CWWA stands ready to work with stakeholders and policy
makers to develop balanced regulations that meet the
mandate of the statute and the needs of the resident of
Connecticut. These are important regulations but there Is
sHll more work to do before they can be adopted,




Bednaz, Kt LOH3pmaen (e
From: Bord, Jefiray g &
Sant: Thursday, November 05, 2009 3:37 PM E

To: Bednaz, Kkatie
Cc: Cabibbo, John; Hawkes, Piya; D'Agosting, Mike
Subject: RE: Flay Road Outlet Project

The sections of silt fence that came down still need lo be pul back. | tried to do il last week but it was all heavy clay. It
didi't seem to be moving to much. When Hal Pierce comes back lo remove the hay bales from the CBs Il try and make
sure he does the sill fence. The silt fence was suppose to be for the fill that we were going to put in along the channel but
didril. It is holding back some of he wash outs, so I'm glad he out it in.

JEFFREY S, BORD PE, LS.
Town Enginear

Fublic Works Department
Enginesring Division

820 Enfield Street

Enficld, CT 06082

860 - 253-6364
jbord@enfield.org

From: Bodnaz, Katie

Sent: Thursday, November 05, 2009 9:35 AM

To: Bord, Jeffrey

Cce Cablbbao, John Hawkes, Piya; D'Agosting, Mike
Subject: RE: Play Road Outlet Project

Thanks Jeff for the update.

Can you also tell me if the erosion conlrols down the length of the channel within lhe project area have beenre-
estahblished?

I'hanks again,

Hatie Bednaz

Cextified FWS & Regioteved Seil Scientist
Assistant Planner / Wetlands Agent

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfield Slreel

Enfield, CT 06082

Fhone: (860) 253-6358
Fax; (860) 253-4729

From: Bord, Joffroy

Sent: Tucsday, November 03, 2009 3:53 FM

To: Bednaz, Katle

Cci Cabibbo, John; Hawkes, Plya; D'Agosting, Mike
Subject: Piay Road Outlel Project

The Play Road Qutlet Project with Pierce Builders has been completed.

All available funding was used to install 180" of 48" pipe, 36' of 54" pipe, 475 C.Y.'s of rip rap and 18,000 C.Y.'s of fill.



The catch basins were raised 9' from the original plan and 7,000 C.Y.'s of fill was added to the ariginal bid quantity of
11,000 C.Y.’s.

The rip rap dike at the east end of the channal was reshaped, lowering it down in the center and raising it up on the sides.
The hay bales over lhe catch basins will be removed after the grass is established.

There was not enough funding to stabilize the erosion areas adjacent to the rip rap channel. This will be addressed as
funding becomes available.

The total cost of this project was $310,000.

JEFFREY S. BORD FE, L5
Town Enginesar

Public Works Departmant
Engincoring Division

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

860 - 253-6364
jbord@enfield.org



Bednaz, Katie

Pagc lot2

From: Bord, Jefirey

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 11:15 AM

To; Bednaz, Katie; Cabibbo, John
Subject: RE: Followup from /29 meeting

Pierce told us he would be back last Thursday but he didn't show up. Hopefu
don't know id the DEP or Army Corp will comment en the work thal remains.

|EFFREY §. BORD P.E, L5
Town Engineer

Public Works Department
Engineering Division

B20 Enfield Sureet

Enfield, CT 06082

B60 - 253-6364
jbord@enfield.org

/ﬁ‘f’i‘tﬁ Sk bLkﬂ;&.‘;.Q_..

ﬂfbd Pend .

lly he comes Lhis week to address the rip rap areas. |
Additional funding will be needed to go further.

From: Bednaz, Katie

sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 10:51 AM
To: Cablbbo, John

Cc: Bord, Jeffrey

Subject: FW: Followup from 9/29 meeting

Please see Brian's email. Any comments?

FHatie Bednaz

Centified PWS & Registered Soil Scientist
Assistant Planner / Wetlands Agent

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfield Street

Enfisld, CT 06082

Phone: (860) 253-6358
Fax: (B60) 253-4729

From: Brian Peruta [mailto:brianhp@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 9:31 PM
To: Bednaz, Katie

Ce: 'Brian Peruta’

subject: Followup from 9/29 meeting

There were 2 items:

The pipe on Keen needed to be looked at by town staff to see if it contributes in any way to the problem.

10/13/2009



Page 2ol £

The second item | was supposed to send you an email about. Until | reviewed my notes on Sunday, | just plain forgot. Here itis:
Play Road and Sun Street work is complete but we have significant slumping between the first damn and the second damn, The
implications are the rip rap will always be covered and eventually rendered useless. We'll see more sediment heading downstream
to the river. | have a cancern that there is much more work to do before we consider this situation “fixed”. Will there be an
inspection and report on the area between the 2 dams along with some spot checks to the Scantic River? Will DEP or Army Corp of
Engineers weigh in on the results so far and comment on the work that remains?

Thanks for your help.

Brian

10/13/2009



Crrespondenco

SCANTIC RIVER WATERSHED

ENFIELD

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT OF CRITICALLY ERODING ARFAS

LOCATION N.R.C.S. PRIORITY EST. CONST. COST
Abbe Rd. - Stockers Medium $185,000
Campsite Rd, Low 50,000
Collins Farm Gully Low 50,000
Chiel St. Medium 300,000
(Clear St. Low 100,000
Cloud St. Completed 1995 28,000
Fletcher Rd. Site - Moser Farm Low 80,000
* (Glen Arden Lne. Low 10,000
Gordon Lane Medium 100,000
Indian Run St, Low 25,000
JFK School Site #1 High 200,000
JFK Schoal Site #1 A High 150,000
Kimberly Rd. Site #1 Low 20,000
Kimberly Rd. Site #2 Medium 75,000
Kimberly Rd. Site #3 Mediun 100,000
Kimberly Rd. Site #4 Medium 150,000
Kelly Dr, Medium 350,000
Power Hill Rd. Slope@Scantic Rvr, Medium 200,000
Powder Ridge Rdl. Low 50,000
Queen St. Medium 50,000
Raflfia Rd. Medium 400,000
Ridgeficld Rd. Low 50,000
Rie. 191 Gully High 125,000
Sam St Low 35,000
Susan Cir. High 205,000
South Rd. Gully #1 Mediom 250,000
South Rd. Gully #2 Medium 100,000
Sharp St. Low 200,000
Sun St High 1,000,000
Terry Brook Streambank Protection Low 75,000
Town Varm Rd. Site ## 1 (P.O. Rd.) High 125,000
Town Farm Rd. Site #2A (P.O, Rd.) Medium 200,000
Town Farm Rd. Site #2B (P.0. Rd)) Medium 200,000
Town Farm Rd. Site #2C (P.0, Rd.) Medium 300,000
Tie St. Low 100,000

TOTAL:  §5,698,000
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Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Meeting
INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES AGENCY
MINUTES OF A SPECIAL MEETING
TUESDAY, October 6, 2009

A Special Meeting of the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses
Agency was held on Tuesday, October 6, 2009 in the Enfield Room,
Enfield Town Hall, 820 Enfield Street, Enfield, Connecticut.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Douglas Maxellon, Chairman
Joseph Albert (Alternate, seated)
Karen Camidge
Jake Keller (6:44 p.m.)
Jo-Marie Nelson

MEMBERS ABSENT: Brian Peruta
Robert Lemay
Patrick Szczesiul, Alternate

ALSO PRESENT: Katie Bednaz, Wetlands Agent
Susan Berube, Recording Secretary

REGULAR MEETING

1. Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Chairman Douglas
Maxellon at 6:37 p.m.

2. Roll Call: Present were: Chairman Maxellon and Agents Albert,
Camidge, Keller (6:44 p.m.), and Nelson. Also present were Katie Bednaz,
Wetlands Agent and Susan Berube, Recording Secretary.

Agent Albert was appointed as a full voting member for this evening's
meeting.

Chairman Maxellon announced that Agent Michael Littlejohn has resigned
from the IWWA.

3, Other Business: A motion was made by Agent Camidge and seconded by
Agent Keller to take items a, b, and c out of order, changing it to c, b, and a.
Vote was 5-0-0,

c. IWWA Fines Ordinance: Agency members reviewed fines ordinances from
several area towns - Ellington, Southington, Westbrook, New Canaan, and
Tolland. Ms. Bednaz noted that members could take parts from several of
the ordinances and create one unique to Enfield.
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Chairman Maxellon expressed appreciation for Agent Nelson’s work on
gathering the ordinances.

Ms. Bednaz found that the wording for the Tolland IWWA fines ordinance was
the same as that town’s zoning fines ordinance. She added that she found
that it had too much legal terminology and too much verbiage to be easily
understood.

Agent Camidge and Chairman Maxellon felt that the New Canaan ordinance
was simple and easy to understand.

Ms, Bednaz also noted that it gives definitions. She added that New Canaan
looks at each day as a new violation. The scale of the fine can vary
depending on the type and size of the violation.

Chairman Maxellon left the meeting for the evening at 7:03 p.m. Vice Chair
Camidge acted as Chairman for the remainder of the meeting.

Ms, Bednaz explained that while she worked in East Windsor, as long as a
person worked with her, fines were not levied.

She also noted that there are different levels of violation, beginning with a
notice of violation. The time line and fines begin after that or if no progress
is made.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she feels that a daily fine is important. It should be
kept reasonable but it encourages progress.

She also noted that the ordinance and regulations need to work together with
the time lines, in case a violation went to the Supreme Court.

Members discussed New Canaan’s procedure of having hearing officers. The
officers must be impartial.

Agent Albert asked if the P&Z Commission have hearing officers. If so,
perhaps the same person could be used,

Ms. Bednaz stated that she feels that the person or persons should be totally
Impartial and having a person involved with more than one agency may not
be totally impartial after hearing one issue,

She recommended having 3 hearing officers to guarantee availability.

Agency members expressed concern over finding 3 willing people to act as
hearing officers.

Agents Camidge and Nelson suggested that members of the Ethics
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Commission might be well suited to act as hearing officers.

Ms. Bednaz noted that New Canaan’s ordinance tells who Is not appropriate
to act as a hearing officer — members of the Town Council, Zoning, IWWA
Agency members, and, she suggested that Town employees also not be
utilized.

She also noted the need to make sure that definitions outlined in the
ordinance mirror those in the regulations.

Ms. Bednaz also found that the town of Westbrook allows for inspection of
property If a violation is noted or suspected.

Agency members held lengthy discussion on this and it was the consensus
that this not be included in the ordinance.

Agency members also discussed the definition of “violation” and what
constitutes a single violation — is it each component of a project or the end
result?

Also discussed was the need to determine the “level” of a violation for a fine,
up to a limit of $1,000 per day.

New Canaan'allows for fines of up to $1,000 per day for violations within a
wetland and up to $500 per day for violations within the upland review area.

Ms. Bednaz explained that the Agent would send a notice of violation which
would state the activity that must be stopped immediately and the amount of
time in which to contact the town for a resolution, and a time of re-inspection
at which time the fine would start if the project remained in non-compliance,

Agency members noted the need to be consistent and fair.

It was the consensus of the Agency members to use New Canaan as a base
ordinance and Ellington’s letter of citation.

Ms. Bednaz will work on these as time permits.

b, IWWA Fee Schedule: Ms. Bednaz announced that the State fees have
just been increased by $30.

Ms. Bednaz stated that the Town’s attorney has reviewed the proposed fees
schedule.

Ms. Bednaz reviewed a comparison she had done on several recent
applications and the fees charged, compared with the proposed fees and
what the fees would have been if the applications had been in 2 other local
towns. She found that even with the increase, Enfleld still would have been
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lower than the other towns.

Agent Keller expressed concern over the timing of a fee increase during
difficult economic times.

Ms. Bednaz responded that the fee schedule will be part of the regulation’s
public hearing so the public will have a chance to comment before it is
finalized.

She also noted the need to cover some actual costs, such as the required
legal notices,

Ms. Bednaz went on to say that it seems that the Agency members are in
agreement with the base fees. It is up to the Agency to decide if the Town
should absorb the entire cost or have the applicants contribute toward the
costs of review, as section B of the application addresses.

Agency members had lengthy discussion and review on section B.

Some members felt it reasonable that the applicant pay at least a portion of
the cost to review the plans. Others felt that the fees would discourage
development.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she would like to see the fee schedule finalized soon
so that the Agency can concentrate on the actual regulations.

a, IWWA Regulation Revisions: Ms. Bednaz stated that she would like to
work on getting the regulations finalized by the end of the year, when the
agendas tend to be lighter. This will allow use of the new application, which
is much simpler for applicants to use.

f. Next Regular Meeting will be on Tuesday, October 13, 2009 at 7:00
p.m. in the Council Chambers.

4. Adjourn:' A motion was made by Agent Nelson and seconded by Agent
Keller to adjourn the meeting at 8:58 p.m. Vote was 4-0-0.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jo-Marle Nelson, Secretary
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Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Meeting
INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES AGENCY
MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEETING
TUESDAY, October 13, 2009

A Regular Meeting of the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
was held on Tuesday, October 13, 2009 in the Council Chambers, Enfield
Town Hall, 820 Enfield Street, Enfield, Connecticut.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Douglas Maxellon, Chairman
Joseph Albert, Alternate
Jake Keller
Robert Lemay
Jo-Marie Nelson
Brian Peruta
Robie Staples
Patrick Szczesiul, Alternate (seated)

MEMBERS ABSENT: Karen Camidge

ALSO PRESENT: Katie Bednaz, Wetlands Agent
Susan Berube, Recording Secretary

REGULAR MEETING
1. Call to Order: The meeting was called to order by Secretary Jo-Marie Nelson at

7:04 p.m.

2. Roll Call: Present were: Secretary Jo-Marie Nelson and Agents Albert, Keller,
Lemay, Peruta, Staples, and Szczesiul. Also present were Katie Bednaz, Wetlands
Agent and Susan Berube, Recording Secretary, Agents Albert and Szczesiul were
seated as full voting members.

3. Pledge of Allegiance; The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

4. Executive Session
(Matters regarding specific employees, pending litigation, acquisition of real estate
and / or matters exempt from disclosure requirements): None.

5. Public Participation - Issues of concern not on the agenda: None.
6. Correspondence: None.

7. Commissioner's Correspondence

a. Site Visit Updates

Agent Keller reported that the PetSmart project on Hazard Avenue at Brookside
Plaza has begun, The silt fence is up. Material is stockpiled on the blacktop and is
protected. It looks fine.

Ms. Bednaz added that she also visited the site. The contractor is using a foam
triangle encased in silt fence type material to hold back sediment,
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The contractor is very detailed in contacting her. They have removed the debris
from the wetlands.

Also, the contractor is being very pro-active and is using silt sacks for water
filtration.

Agent Keller reported no change on the house construction on Moody Road.

The Five Guys restaurant on Elm Street has begun. Sidewalks and curbs are being
instalied. Site work is progressing.

Agent Peruta reported that he still has concerns on the project at Play Street. The
sides are slumping; the project is not yet complete.

Ms. Bednaz stated that Mr. Bord responded to her questions about Play Road. He
stated that the contractor was to come out last Thursday, but he never showed up.
The erosion controls are to be reinforced,

Agent Peruta stated that he fears the project will be rendered useless if the sides
keep slumping.

Ms. Bednaz explained that originally, the broken pipe caused erosion. The project
was engineered to fix the human interference. To call this a violation is "iffy”
because the source of erosion, the pipe, has been stabilized.

Agent Peruta stated that there is still a big piece of slope that may fall, even onto
the check dam. He asked where the Agency can go from here — who can make the
project move?

Ms. Bednaz replied that she is unaware of who has that authority. The Town
Council can appropriate funds but she is unsure how to propose this to them.

Agent Peruta stated the need to find out who can get the project moving.

He also asked about the plantings on Meadowlark and Ms, Bednaz replied that she
has not yet received an answer as to whether or not plantings will be made by the
Town.

8. Approval of Minutes -September 29, 2009: A motion was made by Agent Peruta
and seconded by Agent Albert to approve the minutes of the meeting of September
29, 2009 as presented. Vote was 5-0-2(Keller & Staples).

Chairman Douglas Maxellon arrived at 7:13 p.m. Agent Albert, as the newest
alternate member, was removed as a voting member for this meeting due to
Chairman Maxellon’s arrival,

9. Wetlands Agent Report: Ms. Bednaz explained that she has been very busy in
the office and has not had much chance to perform inspections.

She did report that 13 Louise Street has been finished and sceded.

There has not been much progression from the beaver activity at 31-35 Betty Road.
She has not heard from the homeowners affected. The water level is slightly higher
than at her last visit but there does not seem to be any danger at this time.
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The Karlos property on Hazard Avenue has received a Certificate of Occupancy on
part of the building. The plantings are done and signs stating “No Dumping,
Wetlands Arca” have been installed. The owner is to keep an ¢ye on phragmite and
treat as nocessary.

Ms. Bednaz also stated that the medical building project on Middle Road has begun.
The site has been cleared and stumped.

Ms. Bednaz noted that she is looking for Agency members’ feedback on a suggested
addition to the standard conditions of approval.

Chairman Maxellon suggested that this be brought up as a separate agenda item
later in this meeting.

Ms. Bednaz reported that she is preparing an educational escarpment and leaf pick-
up slide for E-TV. It will emphasize the need to refrain from dumping leaves over
the sides of escarpment slopes.

She also noted that the owners of a car wash owned by the Troianos on Route 5 will
be submitting an application at the Agency’s next meeting to repair erosion issues.

10. Old Business: None,
11. New Business: MNone.
12. New Applications to be Received

a. IW-528 Ryan Brady Enterprises - Requesting a permit to construct a + 4,096
sf building addition with associated loading docks and access drives with the
regulated area at 21 Manning Road (Map 34, Lot 13). Submitted 10/02/09,
received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09. Mr. Tom Grimaldi, P.E.
represented the applicant,

Mr. Grimaldi explained that the site is in the Industrial zone. It is located near the
cul de sac, on the south side of Manning Road. Itis a 12.8 acre parcel of which 3.3
acres are currently developed, including the building, parking and access to the rear
loading area.

The closest disturbance is currently 79’ from the wetlands. The applicant is
proposing an addition of 4,100 square feet at the back of the building to square off
the building and add 2 loading docks and a covered van access area as well as
additional parking.

He added that this is a plastic container company.

The applicant is proposing to reduce the sotback from the wetlands from 79’ to 52
of actual paved area.

A bio-retention area will be used to mitigate increased flow and will include an
under-drain. The bio-retention area will treat the "first flush”.

Water will travel by sheet flow into the bio retention area, through a 10" wide grass
strip area to treat the water and remove heavy sands.

The bio retention area will have 1,400 or 52 cubic yards of capacity. The materials
oxcavated for the retention area will be used in the parking area because there will
be a 3 2 to 4’ elevation change.

No material will be removed from site.
Silt fence along the edge of clearing and around the stockpile will be erected.
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The plans include a landscape and planting plan. Proposed plantings include
clderberry, winterberry, and high-bush in the wetiand bio-retention area,

The run off will be treated in the bio-retention then will go through filter fabric.

Mr. Grimaldi also explained that there is currently a 36" concrete pipe in the spot
where the bio-retention area will be. The pipe will have 3’ of cover under the
retention area. The applicant proposes drilling into the pipe to run the bottom drain
of the retention area into it,

The retention area will have 6" of ponding and an 18" medium of sand, leaf
compaost and topsoil consisting of no more than 5% clay.

The plans include both erosion and sediment controls and a 2 phase construction
detail.

The applicant would like Lo use the bio retention area as a temporary sediment trap
as well. The trapped sediment would then be used for the embankments and to
construct the bio-retention area.

Only a small amount of clearing will need to be done.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she has reviewed the plans only briefly. The plans need
more detail. The site review needs to be completed and she will have comments at
that point.

Agenl Albert stated that he walked the site and did not see any issues,

Agent Szczesiul asked if the project will have any impact to Water Works Brook,
located behind the building.

Mr. Grimaldi replied that it will not. The bio-retention area is designed to intercept
the entire construction project.

Also, he hasn’t seen any erosion as the site exists today. The construction will
completely cut off any potential sediment or metals from entering the brook.

At the closest, the brook is 150’ from the edge of the clearing.

Agent Nelson noted that there is an outdoor oil tank that does not show on the
plans, although the underground tank does show on the plans.

Mr. Grimaldi stated that he is unsure what will be done with the above ground tank.
It will need to be removed for the project but he will have to check with the
applicant as to where it will be located, or if it will still be needed.

Agent Peruta asked about maintenance on the bio-retention area,

Mr. Grimaldi stated that the grass will be cut a few times per year. Nothing larger
than a "weed whacker” will be needed.

Agent Peruta asked if there would be a need to refresh the bottom of the bio
retention arca.

Mr. Grimaldi responded that it would not be necessary.

In response to a question by Agent Keller, Mr. Grimaldi explained that currently
next to the loading spaces is a paved island area. That pavement will be removed
and the area will be grassed. The pavement will need to be removed from the site.

Agent Lemay asked where snow is to be stockpiled.

Mr. Grimaldi stated that the current parking lot for the office area is larger than
necessary. The owner uses the rear row of the lot for snow stockpiling. He has no
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plans to change the use of the building so additional parking should not be needed;
the snow can continue to be stockpiled there,

Chairman Maxellon asked where the dumpster and pallet storage area will be.

Mr. Grimaldi stated that these still need to be addressed since they will have to be
moved from their current location.

Chairman Maxellon also asked when the project would begin.

Mr. Grimaldi responded that the applicant would like to break ground this fall but is
unsure if that will be able to happen.

Chairman Maxellon asked that the bio-retention maintenance plan be made part of
the conditions of approval.

Signage also will be needed to show where snow stockpiling is not to take place.

Mr. Grimaldi suggested snow stockpiling also in the island area. Chairman Maxellon
stated that would be acceptable as long as signage is in place where snow is not to
be put.

Ms. Bednaz suggested that an area off of the parking lot, but not in the bio
retention area be found, for the future in case the owner or use of the building
changes.

Mr. Grimaldi stated that he will show 3 areas on the plans for snow stockpiling.

Agency members discussed whether or not this application is a significant impact,
requiring a public hearing.

It was the consensus of the IWWA members that this is not a significant impact
activity and a public hearing for this application is not necessary.

b. IW-529 Marshall & Nancy Butler - Requesting a permit to deposit soil within
the regulated area, which has already been conducted at 8 Sharp Street (Map 67,
Lot 417), Also requesting to remove a portion of deposited materials from regulated
area. Submitted 10/05/09, received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09,
Mr. Marshall Butler represented the applicant.

Ms. Bednaz explained that she met with Mr, Butler and reviewed what work would
be acceptable. There are a lot of materials to be removed.

She stated that the real problem is that the woodchips are not only throughout the
debris, they are also the very bottom layer. As the woodchips degrade, they
become very “greasy”. This does not add to the stability of the materials on top of
the chips, causing it to continue to move,

The wood chips need to be remove, then subsoil that was brought onto the
property could be put, then topsoil. That effect would be mare likely to be stable.

She also added that the property beyond is not owned by Mr. Butler. Any impact
from slope failure would be on the property to the east which is town owned.

She does not believe that leaving the wood chips in place would be a reasonable
risk.

Ms, Bednaz briefly quoted a portion of the regulations, Section 10.3e regarding
consideration of a decision of the Agency for approval of an application,
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Ms. Bednaz stated that as presented, the application poses some threat to the
downstream or abutting properties.

Also, the abutter, the Town of Enfield, needs to give permission for the materials on
Town property to be removed. Ms. Bednaz is working to get this paperwork
completed.

Liability insurance may also be needed, but she is unsure.

Ms. Bednaz also stated that she received an email today from the Town's engineer.
The plan needs more detailed description of how the materials will be removed and
the slope stabilized. The email also reiterated the need to remove all of the
woodchips.

The applicant has not received a copy of the email yet but will be given one.

She added that Mr. Butler did a good job on the corner of the other neighbor's
property.

She went on to say that woodchips are the least stable material in the debris.

Mr. Butler's application can be revised to meet the requirements from staff and the
IWWA, to save from having the application denied and having to pay an additional
application fee.

Mr. Butler, when asked, stated that the woodchips go down as far as 10-15".

Agent Butler stated that this is a big project and may take a long time to remove
everything. He asked how it could be done without an excavator and large cost.
He would like to see a real, detailed plan with work being done in stages.

He is concerned that the escarpment will fail and feels that this needs to get cleared
up before it fails.

He added that he does not believe that anything from the Town caused the
escarpment to fail. The Town did not put down the wood chips; Mr. Butler did.

Mr. Butler responded that he was told this was not wetlands.

Agent Albert stated again that he wants to see a detailed plan on what is to be
done before a plan can be accepted.

Agent Szczesiul stated that it Is common knowledge not to dump down a hill,
especially on town land.

The wetlands need to be protected. Anything to be built near wetlands needs to
come before the Agency to protect them.

He added that this needs to be cleaned up and would like to know how and a
timeline for getting it done.

Agent Nelson noted that at a minimum, the applicant needs to follow the Town
Engineer’'s email.

Ms. Bednaz agreed, adding that all woodchips need to be removed and the trees
filled over need to be taken care of.

If woodchips are at the bottom, then everything needs to be removed,

Agent Peruta stated that there are two issues — everything that is at the bottom as
well as the fill on the sides. It happened over a period of time.

Mr, Butler stated that it started 5 or 6 years ago.
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Agent Peruta stated that he feels it should be a 2 step process for removal. Step 1
is an immediate plan and then step 2 would be to remove and finish the remainder
over a period of 1 to 2 years.

Agent Lemay agreed with Ms. Bednaz and the Town’s engineer. Itall needs to be
removed but he is unsure that doing it in steps is wise. Once the removal is
started, he feels it should all be done.

Mr. Butler stated that he has received excavator prices. One of the estimates
included going halfway down the bank, making a road of sorts to pickup debris from
the bottom.

Chairman Maxellon stated that he understands that this will be costly and the
Agency wants to work with the applicant, however, the Agency has regulations that
must be followed. He asked if the hay bales have been installed at the bottom yet,
as requested at the last meeting.

Mr. Butler stated that he has not yet installed them. He can start on the weekend
and it should be done within the week.

Chairman Maxellon noted that permission Is still being sought from the Town to be
able to remove debris from their property. He asked how long it will take to
remove debris from that section.

Mr. Butler stated that he has received estimates ranging from 3 days to 2 weelks.,

Chairman Maxellon noted that sometimes contractors can help establish a detailed
plan. He requested that Mr, Butler return to the IWWA with a more detailed plan.

Mr. Butler replied that he will meet with his contractor and ask that the contractor
speak with Ms. Bednaz.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she is working with the Town Manager and possibly the
Town Council to complete the proper paperwork,

The next IWWA meeting is the earliest date for approval of this application. It may
freeze by then. This would give Mr. Butler a chance to get all of his plans finalized
and a contractor in place to start after the spring rains, most likely in June. He
would still be able to do plantings and grass at that time.

She stated that it will be permissible for Mr. Butler to remove the tree from the
channel and establish erosion controls now.

Mr. Butler asked why he cannot do the work in the winter.

Ms. Bednaz replied that once the debris is removed, the soil must be re-planted
immediately so that the slope does not remain exposed,

Chairman Maxellon noted that the next meeting is not until November 17, which is
after the growing season.

c. IW-530 David & Sandra Pino - Requesting a permit to deposit soil within the
regulated area, which has already been conducted at 1 Keen Courlt (Map 67, Lot
417). Also requesting to remove deposited materials from regulated area, stabilize
all exposed soil and install plantings. Submitted 10/05/09, received 10/13/09, PPE
10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09. Mr. David Pino represented the applicant.

Mr. Pino reported that the erosion controls have been installed. A trench was not
necessary, according to Ms. Bednaz.
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Mr. Pino stated that his contractor will talk to Ms, Bednaz about soil removal.
Mr. Pino has a planting plan and will finalize it with Ms. Bednaz.

Ms. Bednaz explained that the material here is entirely soil. The soil can be kept on
site and moved to other areas of the property.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she needs to know how the soil will be removed. She will
go over this with the contractor before the Agency’s next meeting, on November
17, 2009,

She added that it would be nice to remove the material and plant now, before
winter,

Ms. Bednaz also stated that the Town's engineer had comments similar to those for
Mr. Butler's project. Also, the Town will establish a property line. And, a more
detailed description of a plan is necessary.

Ms. Bednaz stated that if the material is removed, the original slope will be
exposed. Seed mix can then be applied and erosion and sediment control netting
could be placed,

In the deepest location, the fill is only 4’ deep. Getting machinery to reach down
and pull the material out is a concern.

She also felt that some of the Engineering Department’s concerns may be a bit
intense for this situation.

She stated that she will work with Mr. Pino on a final planting plan and the types of
plants to be installed. She will check them next June.

Agent Lemay expressed concern over setting a precedent by allowing work to be
done without the application process and plans being complete.

Agent Peruta asked if the DPW has looked at the pipe that drains from the catch
basin and was mentioned by Mr. Pino at the last meeting.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she has learned nothing concrete yel, It is still under
discussion as to how to take care of it.

Agent Nelson stated that if there has ever been a time for an exception, it would be
on these two properties, but she agrees in general about not making an exception.

Ms. Bednaz suggested that a special IWWA meeting could be held in 2 weeks.

Agent Albert stated that he would like a more detailed plan before going forward,
This needs to be addressed but a plan for removal is also needed and he asked how
long this would take.

Mr. Pino stated that the contractor told him that the work should take only a day.

Chairman Maxellon complimented Mr. Pino on his plan. He agrees with Agent
Melson that this escarpment is a reason for an exception,

He would like to see this move forward and feels that the material can be removed
as long as Ms. Bednaz is notified when the removal begins. Mr. Pino can work on
detailing the plan more for the next meeting. He is concerned over spring rains
causing more problems.

He added that he feels it important to move forward. This project is less
complicated than Mr. Butler's. It will be better for the Town and the homeowner.
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Ms. Bodnaz added that the other issue is that Mr. Butler's project still needs the
Town Manager's approval and his application isn't close to what the Agency is
looking for.

Chairman Maxellon polled the Agency members as to whether or not Mr. Pino can
move forward immediately.

Agents Lemay and Peruta felt that an exception should not be made.

Agents Staples, Keller, Nelson, Szczesiul and Albert all felt that an exception should
be made.

Chairman Maxellon stated that Mr, Pino could begin but must notify Ms, Bednaz
prior to starting any work and Mr. Pino must have a more detailed plan by the next
Agency meeting.

It was the consensus of Agency members Maxellon, Albert, Keller, Nelson, Staples
and Szezesiul that the applicant can begin to remove the soil from the escarpment
slope with the understanding that the Wetlands Agent must be notified prior to the
start of the work and that a more detailed plan be presented at the Agency's next
meeting on November 17, 2009,

d. IW-531- Frank Camerota of Camerota Truck Parts - requesting an permit
to conduct remediation activities at 249 Shaker Road (Map 94, Lot 11), some of
which have already been conducted, within the regulated area. Submitted
10/13/09, received 10/13/09, PPE 10/27/09, MAD 12/17/09. This application
was received by the Agency.

No one was present to represent the applicant, Ms. Bednaz explained the
application. She stated that the properly was previously used as a fertilizer plant,
which burned down many years ago. It was the site of a federal clean up effort but
still contains contamination fram chlordane.

[t is of benefit to the town that the site be cleaned.

The whole site has been bulldozed, to remove the chlordane, but it was done
without a permit.
The area is not mapped as wetlands so she is unsure exactly where the wetlands

are, now that the bulldozing activity has taken place. There are, however, many
indicators that show wetlands.

More work will be done on the plans for the Agency’s next meeting, scheduled for
Movember 17, 2009.

Chairman Maxellon asked if this was a “superfund” site and if so, does this mean
that it was not fully cleaned?

Ms. Bednaz stated that she Is unsure. She hasn't had time to go through the large
amount of documents relating to this property,

This application was received by the Agency.

8 14: 8 Other Business

4. Electronic Packet Discussion: Chairman Maxellon noted that the packet for this
meeting was 66 pages. Printed copies of all materials used to be made by Town
staff. Now, if a member wants the packet printed, it must be done at his or her
own expensc. Members are volunteers and receive no compensation; this could be
costly.
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Agent Nelson agreed. The intent is a great idea but it does not work for her. Most
of the back-up information is needed for multiple meetings.

Agent Peruta stated that he likes the concept but feels it needs to be refined. Not
all documents are suited for computer viewing but this is a good starting point,

Agent Keller stated that he wants this to keep progressing and not be dropped
entirely,

Agent Staples stated simply that he hates the electronic method.

Agent Lemay also stated that he likes the concept but aarees with Agent Nelson
that most items need to be printed.

Agent Albert also agreed with Agent Nelson. He likes to bring a map to the
application site and this cannot easily be done on a computer. He noted that it
would be acceptable lfor the minutes to be available on line and not necessarily
printed.

Agent Szczesiul stated that it may be efficient for the town but it is important for
the members to have actual documents in our hands.

Chairman Maxellon stated thal it is great to have the materials available on line for
the public but it is the overwhelming consensus to go back to printed packets.

Ms. Bednaz expressed her appreciation for the feedback from members. She
explained that the Planning office staff has been reduced by ¥z staff person.
Posting the packets on line saves a great deal of time in copying and preparing the
packets.

Chairman Maxellon suggested getting a cost on having the packet preparation
outsourced, once they are scanned.

Ms. Bednaz suggested keeping the minutes on-line only and the application.

Chairman Maxellon stated that he would like the entire application packet on paper
to make a complete set,

Agency members held further conversation as to what their preferences are and
how electronic packets might work in the future, such as the use of thumb drives,
or laptop computers being assigned to each Agency member.

Chairman Maxellon suggested that PZC try the electronic packets so that their
feedback can be heard as well,

Agent Nelson also noted that the information is not always readily available on line,
She stated that she could not get the information she needed yesterday, within 24
hours of the meeting.

It was decided that for now, Agents Peruta and Keller would receive their packets
on line; the rest of the members will receive hard copies.
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b. IWWA Fines Ordinance: Ms. Bednaz briefly reviewed the discussion held at the
Agency's special meeting on October &, 2009 regarding the fines ordinance. The
Agency had picked an ordinance that best resembled how it should be structured
for Enfield. She is waiting for input from the members for changes within the
document, perhaps pulling sections from other towns’ ordinances and inserting
them in this one. She asked that any comments be submitted to her by the
mecting of November 17, 2009 so she can begin working an a final draft.

c. IWWA Fee Schedule: Agent Albert asked if a comparison could be made with
Manchester or Vernon - towns of approximately the same population as Enfield.

Agent Keller asked how the prices are derived - is it just by comparison of other
towns?

Ms. Bednaz explained that Schedule A is derived from actual costs, such as for the
legal notices plus a small amount for time spent Lo take in the application.

Some fees are less than the actual cost in order to keep fees recasonable and not
discourage people to come in.

Schedule B contains a small portion of the actual cost to review an application, such
as time of review to evaluate impacts.

It is designed to promote smart development.

Agent Keller noted that staff gets paid by the Town to review applications.
Chairman Maxellon noted that the Town could just charge the $60 fee required by
the State. Or, the Town can try to recover somc of the costs of review from the
applicant or let taxpayers pay all costs.

The spreadsheet showing the local town by town comparison of costs of a few
recent applications shows that Enfield would in most cases be the lowest costs even

after the proposed increases.

There is a need for a balance between recovering some costs from the developer
without being too costly and discouraging development.

Agent Staples felt that Enfield’s fees should be comparable to those of other towns.

Agent Nelson noted that the recent IWWA application by Villages cost £370. Under
the new fees, that cost would be $3,600 — a 1,000% increase. She cannot justify
this.

She added that an applicant has to pay not only IWWA fees, but also P&Z, Building,
Zoning and others. She feels that the fees should be closer to what they are
currently.

Agent Keller agreed, stating that especially now, with the poor cconomy, costs
should not be rising.

Agent Peruta agreed that it would be a stecp increase but added that it would still
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be significantly less than other towns. He thinks the increase is a good idea.

Agent Szczesiul stated that he understands the need to cover costs but feels that
1,000% is ridiculous. He wants Enfield to remain the lowest cost town.

Agent Albert suggested that an audit be conducted to justify the increase. He
would like to see a breakdown of costs.

Chairman Maxellon stated that he is unsure if that data is available. He agrees that
there should be some justification.

He added that with the proposed increases, Enfield would still be comparable or
lower than the competition. In a big project, developers will look at other costs
besides application fees — things like property taxes, location and availability of
workers.

Agent Peruta noted the need to dissuade applicants from “abusing” Town staff by
requiring excess help., He suggested a “time and materials” basis for fees. This
way, the applicant would have the ability to control costs.

Chairman Maxellon asked if there is an accounting procedure to determine costs.

Ms. Bednaz explained that she used to be a consultant and had to keep track of
each project. As a Town employee, it is difficult to keep track of how much time is
spent on each application because of all of the interruptions.

She gave an example of one of tonight’s applications - Mr. Butler. She has already
visited his property twice plus has had numerous telephone conversations with him.
She has spent at least 5 hours on this application thus far, At a “cheap” price of
$60/hr, that would be $300. A normal price is $100/hr, making the cost $500,

She can get her exact cost to the Town with benefits.

She went on to say that the way the new fee schedule is set up, it helps cover both
her and engineering’s costs. Other departments have fees to cover their costs and
she feels that the IWWA should also.

She stated that she believes that Agency members are comfortable with the
proposed fees for Schedule A,

She suggested keeping the structure of Schedule B, but keeping the fees low. This
would still encourage smart development and over the next year or so, she could
request the Town engineer and other departments to track their actual costs for
applications.

Chairman Maxellon stated that for the next 6 months Ms. Bednaz can keep track of
her time spent on each application.

Agent Staples noted that the cost of the Town vehicle used for inspections needs to
be added.

Agent Peruta noted that a cost audit can get very complicated. There needsto be a
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better way to solve this. Itis unfair to have taxpayers pay for 200-300 hours of
review,

Ms. Bednaz will discuss the Agency’s request for tracking costs between now and
the Agency’s next meeting.

Ms. Badnaz stated that she can come up with rough numbers and will check with
the Engineering Department for an approximate time and cost.

She noted that the last revision to the regulations was made in 2004 and there may
not have been any increase in fees then.

Ms. Bednaz also added that every application is different, She suggested adding
the structure of Schedule B to the regulations so that it can be made part of the
regulations. The fees can be adjusted once everyone is comfortable with agreed
upon figures.

Chairman Maxellon asked Agency members to review the fee schedule between
now and the November 17, 2009 meeting to decide if the format only is “doable”
with no dollar amounts in schedule B. Ms. Bednaz will do an approximate tracking
of applications going forward for the next & +/- months.

Ms. Bednaz stated that she will email the model regulations and the updated
version by Mr. Sadlowski, as well as the regulations now in use.

d. IWWA Regulation Revisions: A motion was made by Agent Peruta and scconded
by Agent Keller to table Agenda items b, c, and d. Vote was 7-0-0.

e. Next regular meeting is Tuesday, November 17, 2009 at 7:00PM in the
Council Chambers.

f. New Standard Condition of Approval — Removal of Materials from Site: Ms,
Bednaz gave the example of the 2 applications tonight that had received materials
from Eppendorf that were dumped over the escarpment slope. If Eppendorf, a
recently approved applicant, had been required to tell where their materials were
being moved to, they would have been told not to put them on Butler's or Pino’s

property.
Agent Albert asked if soil samples would be taken.

Ms. Bednaz explained that every truck is supposed to have a bill of lading stating
that there are no contaminants, She is unsure if sampling can be required without
a condition of approval.

Chairman Maxellon noted that soil samples can be very costly.

Agent Albert stated that he wants to make sure that material being moved is not
contaminated.

Chairman Maxellon noted that fill is moved all of the time now.

Agent Albert replied that he does not think that it is right,
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Ms. Bednaz noted that the question is that of liability. She wondered that if
material is being removed and not being put into an area with wetlands, would it be
in the IWWA's jurisdiction to have it tested?

Agent Peruta stated that at least there would be a record of where the soll is going
to and coming from.

Chairman Maxellon stated that the IWWA's only concern is that soil removed from a
site is not going to another wetland area. Testing would an expensive burden to
the applicant.

Ms, Bednaz noted that it would be good research to know who regulates the soil
and haw. It may be better suited for PZC to have oversight, if the State doesn’t

oversee this closely.

Ms, Bednaz stated that it would be good to have this condition with respect to
wetlands, but unless the materijal is known to contain contaminants, it is not in the
IWWA's jurisdiction to require testing.

A motion was made by Agent Nelson and seconded by Agent Keller to approve the
following new standard condition of approval: “If the project requires that
materials be remaoved from the site, the Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Agency or
its designated Agent must be notified in writing within two business days of the
commencement of permitted activities of where the removed materials will be
deposited”, Vote was 7-0-0.

14. Adjourn: A motion was made by Agent Nelson and seconded by Agent Keller
to adjourn the meeting at 10:18 p.m. Vote was 7-0-0.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jo-Marie Nelson, Secretary
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820 Enfield Sireet, Enfield, CT 08082
Phone: {880) 253-6355 Fax (860) 253-4729
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Memo

To: Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency

From: Katie Bednaz, Assistant Town Planner/Wetlands Agent
Date: November 10, 2009

Re: Wetlands Agent Report

Town of Enfield

Planning Department

Site Visiis
Site visits are listed with a small detail if necessary next, and the inspection dates
following.

5 Guys Burgers and Fries — 10/14/09

54 West Shore Drive - 10/14/09 Grass fully in, looks good.
31-35 Betly Road - Beavers - 11/2/09

Harlford Hospital -~ Middle Rd./Hazard Ave.

Mr, Albert Nitch - Post Road 10/14/09

Meadowlark Channel - 10/14/09

169 Cottage Road, Casimir Pawlowski — 10/14/09, 10/22/09
21 Manning Road - Ryan Brady Enterprises — 10/16/09

1 Keen Court - 11/2/09

Crescent Beach Road - 11/2/0%9

25 Kimberly Drive - 11/6/0%

B & @& B @ & & @ 4 & @&

Agent Approval

MNone

Other Topics

A. Post Office Road/Town Farm Road Reconstruction Project. Plans for this
preject have been included in your packet, no application for a permit has been
submitted to date but is anticipated to be submitted in December 2009. The
reason you have these plans now is so that you may review the proposed work in
the field now, before snow falls, This way you can best see the locations of the
wetlands and contours of the land as best possible.

This project has over 200 sheets of plans, you have gotten what I feel is
absolutely necessary for you to make a decision. A full set of the plans along with
reports, correspondence and other information has been posted to the Town's FTP
site, [ have attached directions on how to access the FTP site and these files.
Please, look at the plans and let me know if there are additional plan sheets that
vou feel you need a hard copy of to properly review this application (when it
comes In). Please send me a list of what you would like in writing and T will pass it
along to the consulting firm who can make you those copies.
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Play Road - Please see the correspondence from the Town Engineer that details
the current status of the project.

Escarpment Guidance has been posted on line in the form of a PowerPoint
presentation that has been posted as a pdf so that the file size is manageable. It
has been posted on the Planning Departments web page and also under the main
page “Leaf Program Info” link. I strongly recommend that folks with escarpment
slope Issues or questions review this guidance information.

. Crescent Beach Drive Beach - The Crescent Lake Management Committee has
monies available to them in the form of a grant, recelved back when Neil was in
my seat. The Committee has approached me to work with them to free up funds
from this grant to do some drainage repairs to the end of Crescent Beach Drive,
where stormwater causes erasion to their beach, causing beach sand to enter the
lake.

New England Pre-School Academy located at 133 Post Office Road has come
in for an ART for a proposed expansion of the existing building. This would require
the building to be located closer to the wetlands than it currently is, It is
anticipated that this application will come In front of the IWWA shortly,

Freshwater Brook — I have been approached by the Director of Public Works to
assist them in removing the invasive species that border the Brook. This also
includes the removal of the chain link fence that follows the Brook. The projects
goals are to improve the opportunities for recreation along the Brook, control the
spread of the invasive species in this location and improve the aesthetics of this
area, This activity borders on being permitted as a non-regulated use. Due to the
removal of the fence, I have request that an Agenl Approval Application be filed
for this activity.

Meadowlark Channel- An Agent had asked if any plantings were to be installed
as part of this project. The project as approved only proposed to re-establish
herbaceous vegetation and preserve existing trees and shrubs as possible. No
new trees or shrubs were proposed to be installed as part of the projoct.
However, the resident at 60 Broadleaf Lane requested that shrubs be installed
instead of a fence. This request is being fulfilled.

169 Cottage Road — A complalint from a neighbor came in on 169 Cottage Road.
The complaint was that construction debris from 169 Cottage Road was blowing
around the neighborhood as well as into the Shaker Pond. This house has been
being constructed for approximately 5 years because the owner has run into
many issues that has slowed its progress. On March 2, 2004 the IWWA issued
IW#405 for the construction of the house, the permit was valid until March 2,
2009.

Attached is an email correspondence that gives the details of this issue and the

methods of resolution, In addition, a copy of his letter that 1 had requested is also
attached.

KoWWetiands\AdministrativelAgent's Reporfi20091110 Agent Report.doc
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Bednaz, Katie

From: Bednaz, Kalic

Sent:  Tuesday, November 03, 2009 10:51 AM
To: 'Pawlowski, Casimir’

Subject: RE: 169 Cottage Road

sraal. Thank you.

Katic Bednaz

entified WS & Registeved Sail Scientist
Assislant Planner / Wetlands Ngent

=nfield Town Hall

320 Enfield Strest

Znifield, CT 06082

Yhone: (B60) 263-6358
=ax: (860) 253-4729

From: Pawlowski, Casimir [mailto:cpawlowski@colt.com|
sent: Tuesday, November 03, 2009 10;14 AM

lNo: Bednaz, Katic

subject: RE: 169 Cottage Road

atie,

sent the hard copy letter out this AM. | will also e-mail you a copy off of Sandra’s compuler when | get home tonight.

Thanks,

-

wBlZ

----- Original Message-----

From: Bednaz, Katle [mailto:kbednaz@enfield.org]
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2009 1:14 PM

To: Pawlowski, Casimir

Subject: 169 Cottage Road

Hi Casimir,
The following is a copy of the email that went oul yesterday updating Town Staff and council on the wetiands issues
associaled with 162 Collage Road.

On Friday October 23rd, | conducled a site visit wilh Casimir Pawlowsiki to go over whal remains to be done for the
project. This meeting was scheduled immedialely after a phone conversation with Casimir, who was very coaperative in
meeting with me. In my phone conversation | had asked him to clean up any debris around the yard thal had the

potential to be blown around by wind before our meeting on sile

During my site inspeclion it was obscrved that all the debris that had been requested lo be cleaned up was. |
expressed how important it was for the site to remain clean of debris that may blow into the lake. Hopefully he
underslands the imporlance and this will no longer be an issue. As 2 side nole, the house Lo the soulbwest had mulliple
tarps in their yard, nol secured. There was also a floal across 12 |ake on the bank, thal had blown oul of someone’s

11/12/2009



69 Cottage Road R LD

yard. The issue of blowing debris extends beyond lhe subject properly.

The other IWWA issue thal exists, is the fact that his WWA permit has expired. | reviewed the activities thal are left to
be completed for the properiy to see if any required soll disturbance wiihin the regulated area. Currently, the location of
the fireplace is excavated and soil piles are around the hole, encompassing approximately a 5«5’ area. These pile have
heen in place for many months and shaw no signs of soll migrating lowards the lake. | have asked him o install erosion
controls between the exposad soil and the lake. This has not been done to date, | spoke with his wife today who stated

that she would ask that he have it done by lemorrow.

Casimir stated that the driveway will be finished with stone and no additional excavation is required. The driveway is
located outside of the regulated area. Lastly, he may be putting stepping stones on the stope on the southwest side of
the house. This is a minor activity and would be exempt from requiring a permil under Section 4.1.d of the IWWA

Regulations.

| have consulted Doug Maxellan, the Chairman of the IWWA, 1o get his opinion on if the permitis requircd o be
renewed al 169 Cotlage Road. He had agreed with me that as long as there are no additional soil disturbance activities
propasad for the property, thal a renewing (at this poinl abtaining 2 new permit) the permit would not be reguired.
However, it will be required that the applicant submil a letter to the Town stating such, this letter will also need to
address the fireplace that remains lo be conslructed and how the potential for erosion will be contralled and how the

soil will he stabilized.

The purpose of & IWWA permit is for their to he communicalion between the Town and the applicant about whal is
expected and it to be defined in wrifing. It is our opinion that the applicants verbal and wrillen correspondence fuilfills
this requirement, as a more thorough review has already been conducted through the permilting process. Also, there
do not appear to be any issues wilh extending the initial permil, if it had been done when required. If additional activilies
that require soil disturbance occur, or their are issues with the activities thal currenlly remain, compliance would be

achieved with IWWA Enfarcemaent Policy.

Therefare, as long as the applicant submits in writing what requlated activities remain, and they must not he more than
what has heen discusscd to date, & new permit application will not be reqguired. This is all contingent an conlinued

compliance and cooperation on resolving any IWWA issues that exist on the site.
As always, please contact me wilh any queslions or concerns.

The letter that you submit must detail what remains lo be done that requires soil disturbance, that you will
maintain the site in a fashion that will nol impaci the resource areas (keeping the site tidy, maintaining
crosion controls and stabilizing any exposed soil) and that you will remain in compliance with your letter.
The lctter should also state thal your development will not vary from the plans that were approved-as part of
the IWWA Permit #405. T must have this lelter to my office before the end of next week so that 1L may go out
to the IWWA before their next meeting as a correspondence item. Please note that the Chair of the Agency 1s
being MNexible with your situation, so any deviation from what is required could cause you to require an aclive
TWWA permit.

As always, please contact me with any questions or concerms. Your continued cooperation is appreciated.
Thank you,

HKatie Bednaz

Centifiecd TWS & Regiotewed Soil Scientiot
Assistant Planner { Wellands Agenl

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfisld Stresl

Enfield, CT 06082

Phone: (860) 253-6358
Fax: (860) 253-4729

1 1/12/2009



Casimir and Sandra Pawlowski
169 Collage Road
Enfield, Comnecticut 06082

Kﬁﬁc Bednaz.
Wetlands Agent:
Town of Enfield

October 29, 2009
Dear Ms, Bednaz,

In reference lo our phone conversation today, October 29, 2009, I would like to request
an extension (o our wetlands permit for 169 Cottage Road.

During your inspection about a week and a hall’ ago you informed me of my
responsibilitics concerning the property at 169 Cottage Road. All loose items have been
secured cither inside the structure being built and or the garage.

There will be no disruption of soil on the property except for the adding of crushed stone
for the drive way (in the front of the house) and the placement of flag stone up sides of
the house for use as steps. The firc place contour will he back filled once the firc place
has been completed with the original soil that was removed for access to the foundation
(for the mason’s inspeclion).

A silt fence has been installed around the fireplace as you requested. The silt fence will
stay in place until the fircplacc is completed.

In the spring we are planning to plant a few pods of ornamental grasses fo help prevent
erosion on the South West side of the house. We will also seed any barc spots with
ground cover if any appear after the winter thaw.

Please call or e-mail me if there are any questions or additions to this project. Thank you

for all your help and guidance concerning this property.

Respectlully,

Casimir Pawlowski




How to Externally Access Enfield’s FTP Website

The site is [tp.enfield org It is basically a folder on the internet, which allows the basic copy and
paste function, You must log-in to use it and you log out by leaving the site, there is no formal
log-out.

You can access the site with any fip program. Access varies by application:

Cormmand line would be "fip ftp.enfield.org”

Browser you would enter fip://fip enfield.org
The easiest way ta access the site is through Windows Explore which makes copying and pasting
documents casicr,

Once you reach the site a log-in box will appaar. Enter the following username and password.
External user name:  Ftpuser
External user pwd: B20EnficldSt

You can then paste or retrieve your documents or falders to the site. There is no automatic
natification to the Planning Department that you have done so, so please follow up with an
email or phone call so that we can retrieve your posted documents.

My questions, please contact the Planning Department at 860-253-6355. Thank you.



**%* NEW BUSINESS ***

IW #528
I'W #529
I'W #530
I'W #531
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820 Enfield Street, Enfield, CT 08082
Phone: (860) 2636355 Fax: (860) 253-4729 Town of Enfield

www.enfield-ct gov Planning Department

Memo

To: Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
From: Katie Bednaz, Assistant Town Planner/Wetlands Agent
CC: Fite

Date: October 12, 2009

Re: Agent Review for Wi 528

| have reviewed the appiication IW#528 requesting an addition to the existing building at 21
Manning Road, an Friday October 16, 2009 a site visit was conducted. The following are my
review comments.

1) The welland boundary was reviewed in the field and only a few stubs of wetland
flagging were observed making it was difficult to determine the exact delineation.
However, the wetland in most location ends abruptly at the toe of a defined slope
that persists along the proposed project area. The locations that the work is
proposed close to the wetland boundary is where the boundary is distinctly defined,
therefore, it is not necessary for the flagging to be refreshed at this time, Overall, the
wetland delineation appeared to be accurate.

2} The ail tank located to the east of the existing building, on a concrete pad, where the
addition is proposed was observed during my site visit, This tank is not connected to
anything and appears to not be functioning at this time. The applicant should specify
their plans for this tank, as well as showing its location on the existing conditions
plan,

3) Itis recommended that a detail be added to the plans that specify how catch basins
will be protected during construction. Catch basing located at a lower elevation than
earth work should be protected, silt sacks or similar devices are acceptable devices
for this application, filter fabric is not.

4) Mo construction entrance is shown on the plans, however, it is listed in the notes
portion of the plans. It is recommended that the applicant specify on the plans how
soil racking will be managed on the site. If a construction entrance is lo be used, it
should be depicted on the plans.

5) Itis recommended that a maintenance schedule be included on the plans for the bio-
retention area.

8) The drainage report for this proposed project was not submitted as part of this
application and should be, so that it may be included in the file. Currently, the
Engineering Department has a copy of this report from the PZC application
submitted for the proposed activity. A copy of this report must be submitted for the
Wi528 file and if it has changed from the originally submitted report, a second copy
must be submitted for distribution to the Engineering Department for further review.



Bednaz, Katie

From: Bednaz, Katie

Sent: Monday, Oclober 19, 2009 4:08 PM

To: Hednaz, Katie; "tdgrimaldi@cox.net’; ‘chuckbrady@abcontainer com’
Cc: Giner, Jose; Cabibbo, John

Subject: RE: W-528 Staff Review Report

One more item. Please remember to specily snow storage locations on your plans for if the enlire parking lot is utilized.

Hatie Bednaz

Centified PUWS & Registeved Svil Scientist
Assistant Planner / Wetlands Agent

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

Phone: (B860) 253-6358
Fax: (BB0) 253-4728

From: Bednaz, Katie

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2005 3:33 PM

To: ‘tdgrimaldi@icox.nel’; "chudkbrady@abcontainer.com’
Cc: Giner, Jose; Cabibbo, John

Subject: IW-528 Stall Review Report

AMtached Is the IW-528 staff review. As always, please contact me with any questions or caoncerns.
<< Filg: IW528 21 Manning Rd Agent Review.pdf ==

Hatic Bednaz

Centified PWS & Registened Sail Scientist
Assistant Planner / Wellands Agent

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfield Stroel
Enfield, CT 06082

Phone: (860) 253-6358
Fax: (860) 253-4728



Certified Mail: XXXX XXX XK XXXX XXXX

DRAFT WETLANDS PERMIT #IW-528

Movember 18, 2009

Attn: Mr. Ryan Brady

Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC
21 Manning Road

Enfield, CT 06082

Dear Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC,

At a regular meeting held November 17, 2009, the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses
Agency took the following action:

IW-528 Ryan Brady Enterprises — Requesting a permit to construct a + 4,096 sf building
addition with associated loading docks and access drives with the regulated area at 21 Manning
Road (Map 34, Lot 13). Approved with conditions.

The permit is issued subject to the following conditions of approval.

Prior

Ey

he start of consir ion:

The Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent must be notified
in writing within two business days of the commencement of permitted activities, and
upon completion of said activities; a "business day” is a day when the Town Hall is open
for business.

Prior to the start of construction or, if applicable, the issuance of a building permit the
half-sized (approximately 11" x 17") plans as approved by the Agency and the Planning
and Zoning Commission shall be submitted to the Inland Wetlands Agent;

If the project requires that materials be removed from the site, the Inland Wetlands
and Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent must be notified in writing within two
business days of the commencement of permitted activities of where the removed
materials will be deposited,

The permittee/contractor shall schedule a pre-construction meeting with the Inland
Wetlands Agent to be held no sooner than two weeks before the regulated activities are
to begin. The permittee shall, at that time, review with the Inland Wetlands Agent, the
procedures to be taken te protect the regulated areas prior to and during construction;

Prior to the start of work, the permittee shall submit an electronic copy of the existing
conditions plan that shows the wetland boundary in accordance with the "Town of
Enfield, CT Geographic Information Systems Electronic Submittals Ordinance.”

General Conditions of Approval:

b,

This permit shall be valid for 5 years from the date of approval unless otherwise revoked
or specifically extended;
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All work and all requlated activities conducted pursuant to this permit shall be consistent
with these terms and conditions hereof. Any structures, excavation, fill, obstruction,
encroachments or regulated activities not specifically Identified and authorized herein
shall constitute a viglation of this permit and may result in Its modification, suspension, or
revocation, Upon initiation of the activities authorized herein, the permittee thereby
accepts and agrees to comply with the terms and conditions hersof;

This permit Is not transferable without the written consent of the Enfield Inland Wetlands
and Walercourses Agency or its designated Agent;

In issuing this permit, the Agency has relied on information provided by the applicant
and, if such information subsequently proves to be false, deceptive, incomplete and/or
Inaccurate this permit shall be meodified, suspended or revoked;

This permit shall be made a part of all construction contracts and sub-contracts
pertaining to the proposed regulated activities and shall supersede all other contract
requirements;

The permittee shall permit the Agency, its authorized representative(s) or designee(s)
to make periodic inspections at any time deemed necessary in order to assure that the
activity being performed under authority of this permit is in accordance with the terms
and conditions prescribed herein;

No equipment or material including without limitation, fill, construction materials, or
debris, shall be deposited, placed, or stored in any wetland or watercourse on or off site
unless specifically authorized by this permit;

This permit is subject to and does not derogate any present or future property rights or
other rights or powers of the Town of Enfield, and conveys no property rights or in real
estate of material nor any exclusive privileges, and is further subject to any and all
public and private rights and to any activity affected hereby;

Prior to the start of construction, adequate erosion and sedimentation control measures
shall be implemented, and shall be maintained throughout the entire construction phase
and shall meet or exceed the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Erosion and
Sediment Control, as revised, until the site has become stabilized with permanent
vegetative cover. The construction site shall be left in a stable condition at the close of
each day. An adequate stockpile of erosion control materials shall be on site at all
times for emergency or routine replacement and shall Include materials to repair silt
fences, haybales, mulch, stone-riprap filter dikes or any other devices planned for use
during construction, Additional erosion/stormwater control measures are to be installed
as directed by the Inland Wetland Agency, Its authorized representative(s) or
designee(s) if field conditions necessitate. The permittee shall immediately inform the
Department of Planning and Community Development of any problems involving wetlands
or watercourses which have developed in the course of, or which are caused by, the
authorized work;

All temporary barriers, including erosion and sedimentation controls are to be removed
when the site is stabilized in suiltable weather conditions. The site is considered
stabilized when there is equal to or greater than 70% vegetative cover;

With the exception of the addition of the items stated in these conditions, this
application is approved in accordance with the plans entitled:

K:\Wetlands\Agendas, Legals, Approvals\Approval Letters\2009 Letters\IW528 (Manning Road 21).doc
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18.

Pape 3 of 4

« Existing Conditions Map, prepared for Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC, 21 Manning
Road, Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour Surveying Associates, 22 West Hill Road,
Mew Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/09, revised to 10/4/09.

« Site Layout Plan, prepared for Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC, 21 Manning Road,
Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour Surveying Associates, 22 West Hill Road, New
Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/09, revised to 10/4/09.

+ Site Development/Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan, prepared for Ryan
Brady Enterprises, LLC, 21 Manning Road, Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour
Surveying Associates, 22 West Hill Road, New Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/09,
revised to 10/4/09,

» Landscape Plan, prepared for Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC, 21 Manning Road,
Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour Surveying Associates, 22 West Hill Road, New
Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/09, revised to 10/4/09.

» Construction Notes and Details, prepared for Ryan Brady Enterprises, LLC, 21
Manning Road, Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour Surveying Associates, 22 West
Hill Road, New Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/09, revised to 10/4/09.

e Sediment & Eroslon Control Notes & Details, prepared for Ryan Brady
Enterprises, LLC, 21 Manning Road, Enfield, CT, prepared by Dufour Surveying
Associates, 22 West Hill Road, New Hartford, CT, dated 9/30/08, revised to
10/4/09.

« Drainage Analysis for Bio-Retention Area dated 9/23/09.

Any changes that would potentially cause greater impact to wetlands or watercourses,
such as enlargement of the area of disturbance or reorientation of building footprints,
from the plans shall require the permitee to come before the Enfleld Inland Wetlands
and Watercourses Agency for a Determination of Permit Need (Jurisdictional Ruling) or
Permit Modification,

A copy of the As-Built plan with the topography certified to T2 accuracy shall be
submitted to the Agency or its designated Agent upon completion of the project to
ensure compliance with this approval. In addition an electronic copy of the As-Built plan
shall be submitted In accordance with the “Town of Enfield, CT Geographic Information
Systems Electronic Submittals Ordinance”.

The Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit number shall be located on all future
plans to any Town or Stale Agency.

Special C itions of Approval:

19.

20,

Temporary inlet sediment filter is to be installed on all paved catch basins or storm
inlets. Inlet filter to be similar to “Streamguard” as manufactured by Stormwater
Services or "Siltsack” as manufactured by Atlantic Construction Fabrics, Inc. Filters shall
be cleaned as needed.

A performance surety bond in the appropriate form shall be posted for 125% of the cost
estimated by the applicant for the bio-retention area plantings as proposed in the
approved plans. The bond shall be released IWWA Agent upon the plants being
installed for at least 1 year and an inspection and determination that the work was
completed, as approved and completad to the Agent's satisfaction. Release of the bond
by any other agency, board or commission does not remove the permittee’s obligations
with regard to this permit condition. This bond may be combined with the Planning and
Zoning Landscaping bond if the applicant so desires.

NOTE: This permit does not relieve the applicant from his responsibility to apply for any other

permits required by local, state or federal agencies.

K:\Wetlands\Agendas, Legals, Approvals\Approval Letters\2009 Letters\IW528 (Manning Road 21).doc
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This authorization constitutes the permit required by Section 22a-39 of the Connecticut General
Statutes, The decision legal notice will be published in the Journal Inquirer on DATE, 2009.
Please note that the appeal period (15 days) begins as of the date of publication in accordance
with Section 8-8 of the State Statutes.

Issuance of the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses permit does not abrogate the responsibility
to obtain permits that may be necessary from other agencies at the local, state or federal level
prior Lo commencing your praject,

Please ensure you review the conditions of approval thoroughly and note that a _pre-
construction meeti is required as per conditi rior to commence of an
activity on site. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 253-6358, Office
hours are 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through Friday. Voice mail is available after business
hours.

Sincerely,

Katie A. Badnaz
Assistant Town Planner/Wetlands Agent

ol File IW#528 & Jose Giner, Town Planner

K:\Wetlands\Agendas, Legals, Approvals\Approval Letters\2009 Letters\IW528 (Manning Road 21).doc



Bednaz, Katie

From: Cabibkbao, John

Sent: Tuesday, November 10, 2009 2:04 PM

To: Giner, Jose; Bednaz, Kalie

Ce: Bord, Jeffray o
Subject: Ryan Brady - 21 Manning Road - addition - SPR 1482, ¥V 528

Engineering Division has reviewed the subject site plans, latest revision daled October 4, 2009, along with the drainage
analysis dated Septernber 23, 2009. The revision date on the plans should probably be November 4, 2009 as the Town
Staff comments were given on October 21, 2009. The Applicant has added a detail for the proposed guide ralling as
requested at the ART meeting. The pavement detall has not been revised lo show a minimum processed stone base
depth of 8" as requested at the ART meeting. The drainage analysis submitted indicales how the bioretantion area has
been sized to improve the quality of the stormwater leaving the subject site. This retention will hold some runaff during
storm events but is not sized specifically for zero increase in peak runoff, because the subject site is located in the lower
reaches of the Waterworks Brook watershed where detention is not recommended. Finally, the design Engincer has
signed and sealed each plan shest and the drainage analysis, as requested at the ART meeting. The first plan sheet
which is the survey does not appear lo have a live seal of the Land Surveyor. [n addition, the survey cerlification should
note that the topography is T-2 for the area of proposed work.

John Cabibbo, P.E.

Town of Enfield
Engineering Division
Assistant Town Engineer
(860) 253-6366
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Bednaz, Katie

From; Cabibbo, John

Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2009 2:24 PM

To: Bednaz, Katla

Cc: Bord, Jeffrey;, Hawkes, Plya

Subject: RE: 8 Sharp Street - [W 529 - filling violations

Engineering Division has reviewed the application for the subject site violation and viewed the subject site, Engineering
has also since been directed o establish the property line between the subject property and the Town's abutling
properties. The four numbered items submitted will not adequately stabilize the siope. Some items which should be
added to the written plan are removal of all the wood chips dumped on the slope, some treatment of the trees which have
been filled over, a description of the method to be used in removing the materials (i.e. heavy equipment, hand shovels and
wheel barrows?). This description is vital in understanding how the regulated areas will best be protected and how much
area will necessary to complete the proposed work, especially since material already appears to be on Town property.
The application should also present a detailed plan on how a stabile slope will be recreated (i.e. tied back wall, specifically
graded and vegetated and/or matted slope) once the fill materials have been removed to virgin ground.

John Cabibbo, P.E.

Town of Enfield
Engineering Division
Assistant Town Engineer
(860) 253-6366



820 Enfield Street, Enfield, CT 06082
Phone: (860) 253-6355 Fax: (860) 253-4720 Town of Enfield

v enfield-cLgov

Memo

To: Enfield Inland Wetllands and Walercourses Agency

Frome Katie Bednaz, Assistant Town Planner/Weilands Agentqi’—ﬁb
CC: File

Date: October 13, 2009

Re: Agent Review fﬂ?ﬂﬁ,ﬁﬂ&?

Planning Department

| have reviewed the application for 8 Sharp Street and have the following comments and
concerns, The application as it has been submitted is o install silt fence at the toe of the
slope, remove all materials that have been placed on Town property and remaove all woed
with paint on it and concrete that have been placed on the escarpment slope and potentially
within Inland Wetiands. During a site visit with Marshall Butier we had discussed a much
more comprehensive plan that was not presented as part of this application.

| agree that the plan of action submitted is the beginning of mitigating the impacts to the slope
and Upland Review Area. In my professional apinion, | do not feel that the application
presented will adequately stabilize the slope and a more comprehensive plan is nesded.

According to Mr. Butler and confirmed by visual inspection, the materials first placed on the
slope are predominantly wood chips. Wood chips are considered organic material as they are
derived from plants and will decompose overtime. This decomposad material will become a
dark, greasy material which will contain very little mineral material as it is not mixed with
mineral companents. My education as a soil scientist, expenence working with escarpment
slopes in the area and common sense leads me to conclude that the wood chips will be a
detriment to the stability of the slope. John Cabbibo, the Assistant Town Engineer agrees
with this conclusion. [t is my gpinion that the wood chips should be removed due to the
instability of this material, which means that all material must be removed as they were the
first deposited on the slope.

As the materials have been deposited on and immediately adjacent to Town property, if the
slope were to fail, it would most likely slump onto Town property, impacting the wetlands and
the water flow on the Town property. Therefore, | feel that it is very important to permit an
activity that has 2 high probability of success to prevent future iability issues. This application
does not appear to meet Section 10 of the MWWA Regulations, specifically section 10.3.e.
which is quoted below.

"The character and degree of injury to, or interference with, safety, health, or
reasonable use of property, including abutting or downslream property which
would be caused or threatenad by the proposed regulated activity, or the
creation of conditions which may do so, especially those resulting from
activities within the regulated area. This includes recognition of potential
damage from erosion, turbidity, or siltation, loss of fish and wildlife and their



Agont Review W #529
October 16, 20089

habitat, loss of unigue habitat having demonstrable natural, scientific or
educational value, loss or diminution of beneficial aquatic organisms and
wetlznd plants, the dangers of flooding and pollution, and the destruction of
the economic assthetic, recreational, and other public and private uses and
values of wetlands and watercourses to the community;”

Lastly, due to the fact that a portion of the materials deposited were deposited on Town

property, a Right of Entry and Consent Form must be completed prior to the permit being
issued. A copy of this Form is attached for your reference,

K:Wettands\WdminisirativeV\pplication Memo's To Commission 200G § Sharp Agant Raview.doc



TOWN OF ENFIELD
CONNECTICUT
RIGHT OF ENTRY AND CONSENT FORM

We, the Town of Enfield, owners of the property known as lot 414 of assessors map 67 in the
Town of Enficld, grant Marshall Butler, their agents and contractors, the right to access and enter
into and upon said property to remove malerials that have been deposited without permission on the
escarpment slope and within the Upland Review Arca. These matenals consist of soil, wood chips
and miscellansous construction debris. The primary access for the removal of this material will be
from 8 Sharp Street, known as lot 415 of assessors map 67.

This right to enter is given subject to the following conditions:

a) Marshall Butler shall save the Town of Enfield harmless from any and all claims for
damages arising during the work and name the Town additional insured on applicant’s
certificate of liability insurance (or Homeowners insurance).

b) Marshall Butler prior to the starl of construction, will provide lo the Town a schedule of
work, the completion date, and the name(s) and address(es) of any contractor(s) that will be
performing work on this project. Further, Marshall Butler shall insure the contractor(s) are
properly licensed and bonded within the State ol Conneclicult,

Maithew W, Cnp]_m-tcr, Town Iﬁa—nagar Date

ﬁarsimll Butler Date



RAH Construction
48 Sapphire Street
Enfield, CT 06082

Katie Bednaz, Assistant Planner/Wetlands Agent
Town of Enfield

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

RE: Work proposed to be performed at 8 Sharp Street by RAH Construction
Dear Ms. Bednaz:

Ak the request of the homeowner for 8 Sharp I am sending this letter to tell you how I propose to do the
cleanup work on the escarpment at the above location. First let me make it clear I intend to do the work
with the least amount of disturbance to the escarpment. I will be using a John Deere 490 Excavator and
or a John Deere 410 Backhoe with a rake attachment, The equipment will be brought to the original
escarpment soils. My work will be done from the top of slope, with equipment reaching to the base. RAH
will:

» FExcavate any debris and fill previously dumped over escarpment

« Dig to original grade

» Remove materials not disturbing virgin soils

» Rake all remaining fill to establish pre-fill grades

s Haul away and dispose of fill
This is the extent of my work scope at the present time.

» Hay/erosion control to be done by others
s Any plantings needed on escarpment is not part of this agreement

Please let me know 1T I can be of further assistance to you.
Very truly yours,

7 :V* P g /

Raobert A. Higley, S
Owner/Operator

10/6/09




Tio# S529

Tuesday, November 10, 2009
To whom it may concern’
| Marshall Butler will:

1) Complete RAH 10/6/09 letter that details construction sequence
2) While completing RAH construction sequence the area will be evaluated to determine if suitable
materials can remain on slope. If so:
a. All materials will be deemed suitable by the Town of Enfield by field inspection.
b. Final slope will be at a 3:1 grade or less.
c.  No fill will extend beyond the current toe of slope.
3) Whether or not materials are left on slope:
a, Erosion control blanket will be installed on all disturbed soils
b. Erosion control seed mix will be applies to the recommended amount on all disturbed /
exposed soils,
c. [Iffill is added at least 6" of topsoil will be applied.
4} Over time, small native trees and shrubs will be installed teseeurathe slope.

2%
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Bednaz, Katie

™ T T g
From: Cabibbo, John
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2008 2:34 P
To: Bednaz, Katie
Cc: Bord, Jaffrey
Subject: 1 Keen Court - IW 530 - filling violation

Engineering Division has reviewed the application for the subject site violation. Engineering has also since been directed
to establish the property line betwseen the subject property and the Town's abutting property. The bulleted items submitted
do not adequately detail how the Applicant plans to stabifize the slope. A detailed description of the method to be used in
removing the materials (i.e. heavy equipment, hand shovels and wheel barrows?). This description is vital in
understanding how the regulated areas will best be protected and how much area will necessary to complete the proposed
work. A more detailed plan on how a stabile slope will be recreated once the fill materials have been removed to virgin
ground (i.e. what specific slope grade is proposed 7, will the surface be matted ?, will there be soll reinforcement 7) should
be submitted.

John Cabibbe, P.E.

Town of Enfield i
Engineering Division
Assistant Town Engineer
(860) 253-6366
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K & B Diversified Services, LLC
32 Somers Road
Enfield, CT 06082
860-749-5001

October 20, 2009

Katie Bednaz, Assistant Town
Plannct/Wetlands Agent

Town of Enficld

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

Proposed Work to be Done at One Keen Court, Enficld, Start Date 10/26/08 - 10/27/09

Remove [ill which was pushed over escarpment on the south side of property by property owner
in the following scquence:

L. Remove approximately 36 yards of soil that is piled at top of slope.

2 Level arca and prep for work on cscarpment.

3 Remaove as much foreign fill as possible without damaging slope,
trying not to remove any existing vegelation or small trees.

4, ~eed slope with proper mix for slopces.

5. Stabilize seeding and slope with mulch hay.

The properly owner has placed sill fence and hay bales at the bottom of slopc to catch crosion.

Lill that is removed from the property will be hauled to Plaza Excavation, 295 North Maple
Street, Enfield.

The seed bag label will be kept to show that the proper seeding for slopes was used.

Keith A. Urbon



K & B Diversified Services, LL.C
32 Somers Road
Enfield, CT 06082
860-749-5001

Qetober 26, 2000

Kalie Bednaz, Assistant Town
Planner/Wetlands Agent

Town of Enfield

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

Revised Proposal for Work to be Done at One Keen Court, Enficld

Remove fill which was pushed over escarpment on the south side of properly by property owner
in the following scquence:

1. Remove approximately 36 yards of soil that is piled at top of slope.

2. Level 20" x 30" area at top ol slope approximalely to existing grade, and prep lor
work on escarpment,

3. Remove as much foreign fill as possible with a 36" grading bucket (without teeth),

leaving no more than a 2" depth of fill behind in any location. Remove fill
withoul damaging slope, disturbing virgin soil, and trying nol lo remove any
cxisting vegetation or small trees.

4. Seed slope with 6 pounds/1,000 square feel ol Kwik Green Mix consisting of:

5(% Blend Evening Shade, Patriot 4 & Pizzazz Perennial Rycgrass
20% Annual Ryegrass

15% Boreal Creeping Red Fescue

15% Kenblue Kentucky Bluegrass

h

Stabilize seeding and slope with mulch hay.
6. Il muleh hay does not stabilize slope, additional methods will be used as approved
by the Inland Wetlands Ageney.
The property owner has placed silt fence and hay bales at the bottom of slope to catch erosion.
Fill that is removed from the property will be hauled lo Plaza Excavation, 295 North Maple
Street, Enficld.

Feith A, Urbon



Bednaz, Katie

From: Betty Urbon [bkurbB89sbeglobal.net]

Sent: Tuesday, Oclober 27, 2009 1:33 PM

To: Bednaz, Katle

Subject: RE: Revised Proposal for Keen Court, Enfiald

Kalic,

I am going to schedule this for Monday, November 2, weather permitting,
Thanlks,

Keith

—- On Tue, 10/27/09, Bednaz, Katie <kbednaz@enficld.org> wrotc:

From: Bednaz, Katie <kbednaz(@eniicld.org=

Subject: RE: Revisced Proposal for Keen Court, Enficld
To: "Betty Urbon" <bkurb89sbeglobal.net>

Date: Tuesday, October 27, 2009, 1:24 PM

Looks good. Please give me an emall staling the day that you will be slarting work.

Thariks,

Hatie Bednaz

Centificd TWS & Registeved Soil Scientist
Assistant Planner [ Wetlands Agenl

Enfield Town Hall

820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082

Phona: (860) 253-G358

Fax: (B60) 253-4729

From: Betty Urbon [mailto:bkurb89@sbeglobal.net]
Sent: Monday, October 26, 2009 2:59 PM

To: Bednaz, Katie

Subject: Revised Proposal for Keen Court, Enfield

Hi Katie,

Thanks,

Kecith

10/27/2009

Attached is my updated proposal, If you need (o get back to me, you can reach me at 558-5903 (cell).

Page 1 of 1



Certified Mail: 7007 1490 0000 4187 XXXX

DRAI'L WETLANDS PERMI'T #1W-530

Movember 18, 2009
Yankee Casting Co. Ine.
138 Mauin Street
Coventry, (U 06238
Mr. David Ping,

At a regular meeting held November 17, 2009, the Tinfield Inland Wellands and Watercourses Agency took
the lollowing action:

IW-530 David & Sandra Pino — Requesting & permit to deposil svil within the regulated arca, which has
already been conducted at 1 Keen Court (Map 67, Lot 417), Also requesting to remove deposited matertals
from regulated arca, slabilize all exposed soil and mstall plantings. Approved with conditions.

The permit is issued subjecl Lo the following conditions ol approval:

STANDARD CONDITTONS

Prior to the start of construction:

L The Tnland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent must be notified in wriling
within two business days of the commencement of permitted activilics, and upon completion of said
activities: a “business day” is a day when the Town Hall is open for business.

2. I[ the project requires that materials be removed from Lhe sile, the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses
Agency or its designated Agent must be notified in writing within (wo business days ol the

commencement of permitted activilics of where the removed materials will be deposited.

General Conditions of Approval:

3. This permit shall be valid for § years from the dale of approval unless otherwisc revoked or specifically
extended,
4. Al work and all regulated activities conducted pursuant to this permit shall be consistent with these

terms and conditions hereof. Any siructures, excavation, [ill, obstruction, encroachments or regulated
activities not specifically identified and authorized hercin shall constitute a violaiion of this permit and
may result in ils modilication, suspension, or revocation. Upon initiation of the activitics authorized
herein, the permittee thereby aceepls and agrees to comply with the terms and conditions hereof;

5 This permit is not transferable without (he written consent of the Tinfield Inland Wetlands and
Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent;
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In issuing this permit, the Agency has relied on information provided by the applicant and, if such
information subsequently proves to be false, deceptive, meomplete and/or inaccurate thms permit
shall be modificd, suspended or revoked;

This permit shall be made a part of all construclion ceniracts and sub-contracts perlaining to the
proposed regulated activities and shall supersede all other contract requircients;

The permittee shall permit the Agency, its authorized representative(s) or designee(s) to make
periodic inspeelions at any time deemed ncecsgsary in order to assurc lhat the activity being
performed under authority of this permit is in accordance with the terms and conditions preseribed
herein;

No equipment or material including without limitation, fill, consiruction materials, or debris, shall be
deposited, placed, or stored in any wetland or watercourse on or off site unless specifically authorized
by this permit;

This permit is subject to and docs nol derogate any present or future property rights or other rights or
powers of the Town ol Enficld, and conveys no properly righis or in real estate of matenial nor any
exclusive privileges, and is further subject to any and all public and privale rights and to any activity
affected herchby;

Irior to the start of construction, adequale erosion and sedimentalion control measures shall be
implemented, and shall be mamtained throughout the entire construction phase and shall meet or
exceed the 2002 Connecticut (iuidelines for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control, as revised, until the
site has beeome stabilized with permiancnl vegetative cover. The consiruction site shall be el i a
stable condition at the close of each day. An adequate stockpile of erosion control malerials shall be
on site at all times for emergency or rouline replacement and shall inelude materials to repair sill
fences, haybales, mulch, stonc-riprap [ilter dikes or any other devices planned for use during
construetion. Additional crosion/stormwater control measures are to be installed as directed by the
Inland Wetland Agcney, its authorized representative(s) or designee(s) if ficld conditions necessitate.
The permitiee shall immediately inform the Department of Planning and Community Development of
any problems involving wetlands or watercourses which have developed in the course of, or which are
caused by, Lhe authorized work;

ATl temporary barricrs, including erosion and scdimentation controls are to be removed when the site
is slabilized in suitable weather conditions. The site is considered stabilized when there is cqual to or
greater than 70% vegelative cover;

With the exception of the addition of the items stated in (hese conditions, this application is approved
in accordance with the materials submitted as parl of this application, including the letter submmtted
by K & B Diversified Services, LLC, daled October 26, 2009 detailing the construction aclivities.
Any changes that would polentially cause greater impacl lo wetlands or walcrcourses, such as
enlargement ol the area of disturbance or reorientation of building foolprints, from the plans shall
require the permites to come before the Infield Inland Wellands and Watercourses Ageney for a
Determination of Permit Need (Jurisdictional Ruling) or Permit Modification.

The Tnland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit number shall be located on all [uture plans to any
Town or Stale Ageney,

Special Conditions of Approval:

15.

Tt is understood thal the intent of the applicant is to plant native woody vegetation on and along the top
of the escarpment slope to aid in [urther stabilizing the slope. The planting of woody vgetation is not a
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requirement of this permil bul is highly recommended to aid in maintaining the long-term stability of
the slope. .

NOTE: This permit docs not relieve the applicant from his responsibility to apply for any other permits
required by logal, state or federal agencies.

This authorization constitules the permit required by Section 22a-39 of the Connecticul General Statutes. "The
decision legal notice will be published in the Journal Inquirer on XXXXX, 2009, Please note that the appeal
period (15 days) begins as of the date of publication in accordance with Section 8-8 of the State Statutes.

Issuance of the Tnland Wetlands and Walercourses permit does nol abrogate the responsibility o obtain
permits that may be necessary from ather agencies al the local, state or federal level prior to commencing
your projecl.

Please ensure you review (he conditions of approval thoroughly. If you have any questions, please feel free to
conlact me al 253-6358. Office hours are 9:00 AM fo 5:00 PM, Monday Urough Friday. Voice mail is available
afler business hours.

Sincerely,

Katic A, Bednaz

Assistant Town PMlanner/Wetlands Agent

[ Tile TW#30
Jose Giner, Town Planner

KAWetlands\Agendas, egals, Approvalsi\Approval Letters\2009 TettersIW330 (1 Keen Ct).doc
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October 29, 2009

Mr. John Cabibbo
Town of Enfield
Assistant Town Enginecr
. 820 Enficld Street
‘Enfield, Connecticut 06082

Re:  Soil Remediation Activities
249 Shaker Road, Enfield, Connecticut
GcﬂQ_uest Project No. 1105

Dear Mr. Cabibbao:

GeoQuest, Inc, (GeoQuest) has received your comments/questions regarding the soil
remediation activities at the above-referenced property. As you know, Phasc I of the remediation is
currently in progress. The following is in response to your comments/questions,

‘Stockpiled Soils
Phase I of this project consists of remediating soils located in the northern portion of the site.

The upper one to two feet of soil will be excavated and stockpiled on the concrete building slab
located in the southern portion of the property. Confirmation soil samples will be collected
from the completed exeavation to ensure that all soil contamination in exccss of regulatory
criteria has been removed and relocated, The stockpiled soil will be mixed, aerated, and re-
sampled. Additional treatment measures will be completed if mixing and acrating the soil does
not have the desired effect. An appropriate location for re-use or disposal of the soils will be
determined once the remediation and treatment activitics have been evaluated.

Once the soil in the northern portion of the property has been addressed, Phase IT of the.
project will commence. Phase 11 will consist of the excavation, slockpiling, and Lreatment of
contaminated svil from other portions of the site.

Permitting
No stale permits are reqluled to excavate, stockpilc, or remediate the soil on-site.

Construction Enirance
The site is accessed from a private road. GeoQuest sees no indication thdt an additional
entrance is necessary to complete these activities, -

If you have any questions or would like to discuss this in further detail, please call me at (360)
243-17517. :

Very truly yours,
GhDQ UEST, INC.,

2. B 24

arc I, Casslar
President

3 Barnard Lane » P.O. Box 85 « Bloomfield, Connecticut 0G002 « (B60) 243-1757 « FAX: (850) 243-9414



MICHAEL F. GRAGNOLATIL
45 MNorth Streel
P.C). Box 3127

Windsor Locks, Connecticut 060%a / w 5 5 /

Tel/Fax 860 623-2588

Memorandum

TO: Katie Bednaz, Asst. Town Planner
Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourse Agency

FROM: Michael F. Gragnolati 41/#‘6’—
Registered Professional Soil Scientist, 558 of SNIE

Date: MNovember 2, 2009

RI: Additional Photos
249 Shaker Road
Enfield, CT

The attached photos are original submiltal to the agency to clarify our position thal there were
no wetlands on (he above referenced site prior to the start of remediation work on the site.

e Figure 8 is a 1934 acrial photo which shows the site as cleared farmland, Freshwater
Brook is to the east of the railroad tracks which is the eastern boundary of our site.

e Figure 9 is taken from the privale road looking eastward onto the properly. Picture was
taken across from original driveway on to site.

» Figure 10 is taken from the middle of the site looking southward toward old foundation
that was removed and existing building.

= Figure 11 looking southward across the site from the cvaporation basin that is in the
northwestern corner of the property.

e Tipure 12 The evaporation basin in the northwestern corner of the site. Notice concrete

slab,

Al the mecting as part ol the presentation [ will have a plan which shows the location of the
photographer and the direction in which the photos were taken.

II'you should have any questions please contact this office al your convenience

CC:  l'rank Camerola
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evaporation basin looking southward

across site.
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MICHAFIL F, GRAGNOLATI /w 5
45 North Street T % )
P.0). Box 3127
Windzor Locks, Connecticut 06096
TeliFax 860 623-2588

Memorandum

TO: Katic Bednaz, Asst. Town Plammer
Enfield Inland Wellands and Watcrcourse Agency

FROM: Michael F. Gragnolati

Reuistered Prolessional Soil Scientist, 558 of SNE
Date: November 9, 2009
RE: 249 Shaker Road

Enfield, CT

In response lo your E-Mail of November 6, 2009 T have discussed the subject of the upland
review area on sitc with my client. Since the property is within 100" of wetlands that are ofT
property to the east and west and any work proposcd on site would have {o be reviewed by the
Enfield Wetlands and Watcrcourses Agency we, at this lime, are staling that the entire site
located al 249 Shaker Road, C1 is within the upland review arca,

If you should have any questions please contact this office al your convenicnec

CC: Frank Camcrota



Certified Mail: 7007 1490 0000 4187 XXXX

DRAFT WETLANDS PERMIT #IW-531

November 18, 2009

Attn: Frank Camerota
Camerota Truck Parts
245 Shaker Road
Enfield, CT 06082

Dear Camerota Truck Parts,

At a regular meeting held November 17, 2009, the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses
Agency look the following action:

IW-531- Frank Camerota of Camerota Truck Parts - is requesting an permit to conduct
remediation activities at 249 Shaker Road {Map 94, Lot 11), some of which have already been
conducted, within the regulated area. Approved with conditions.

The permit is issued subject to the following conditions of approval.

STANDARD CONDITIONS

Prior to the start of construction:

L.

The Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent must be notified
in writing within two business days of the commencement of permitted activities, and
upon completion of sald activities; a "business day” is a day when the Town Hall is open
for business.

If the project requires that materials be removed from the site, the Inland Wetlands
and Watercourses Agency or its designated Agent must be notified in writing within two
business days of the commencement of permitted activities of where the removed
materials will be deposited.

General Conditions of Approval:

3

This permit shall be valid for 5 years from the date of approval unless otherwise revoked
or specifically extended;

All work and all regulated activities conducted pursuant to this permit shall be consistent
with these terms and conditions hereof., Any structures, excavation, fill,” ebstruction,
encroachments or regulated activities not specifically identified and authorized herein
shall constitute a violation of this permit and may result in its medification, suspension, or
revocation. Upon Initiation of the activities authorized herein, the permittee thereby
accepts and agrees to comply with the terms and conditions hereof;

This permit Is not transferable without the written consent of the Enfield Inland Wetlands
and Watercourses Agency;
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6. In issuing this permit, the Agency has relied on information provided by the applicant
and, if such information subsequently proves to be false, deceptive, incomplete and/or
inaccurate this permit shall be maodified, suspended or revoked,

7. This permit shall be made a part of all construction contracts and sub-contracts
pertaining to the proposed regulated activities and shall supersede all other contract
requirements;

8. The permittee shall permit the Agency, its authorized representative(s) or designee(s)
to make periodic inspections at any time deemed necessary in order to assure that the
activity being performed under authority of this permit is in accordance with the terms
and conditions prescribed herein;

9. No eguipment or material including without limitation, fill, construction materials, or
debris, shall be deposited, placed, or stored in any wetland or watercourse on or off site
unless specifically authorized by this permit;

10. This permit is subject to and does not derogate any present or future property rights or
other rights or powers of the Town of Enfield, and conveys no property rights or in real
estate of material nor any exclusive privileges, and is further subject to any and all
public and private rights and to any activity affected hereby;

11. Prior to the start of construction, adequate erosion and sedimentation control measures
shall be implemented, and shall be maintained throughout the entire construction phase
and shall meet or exceed the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Erosion and
Sediment Control, as revised, until the site has become stabilized with permanent
vegetative cover. The construction site shall be left in a stable condition at the close of
each day. An adequate stockpile of erosion control materials shall be on site at all
times for emergency or routine replacement and shall include materlals to repair silt
fences, haybales, mulch, stone-riprap filter dikes or any other devices planned for use
during construction. Additional erosion/stormwater control measures are to be instalied
as directed by the Inland Wetland Agency, its authorized representative(s) or
designee(s) If field conditions necessitate. The permittee shall immediately inform the
Department of Planning and Community Development of any problems involving wetlands
or watercourses which have developed in the course of, or which are caused by, the
authorlzed work;

12, All temporary barriers, including erosion and sedimentation controls are to be removed
upon completion of the project in suitable weather conditions;

13, With the exception of the addition of the items stated in these conditions, this
application is approved in accordance with the Wetland Permit Application dated
October 2009, prepared for Old Fox Reman, LLC and prepared by Michael F. Gragnolati.
Any changes that would potentially cause greater impact to wetlands or watercourses,
such as enlargement of the area of disturbance or reorientation of building footprints,
from the plans shall require the permitee to come before the Enfield Inland Wetlands
and Watercourses Agency for a Determination of Permit Need (Jurisdictional Ruling) or
Permil Modification;

Special Conditions of Approval:
14. This permit Is only for the remediation of contamination onsite to levels that are

acceptable by the State of Connecticut for use as an industrial/commercial site. This
consists of soil removal and stockpiling of these soils on site and their replacement with

K:\Wetlands\Agendas, Legals, Approvals\Approval Letters\2009 Letters\IW531 (249 Shaker Road).doc
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clean fill. This permit is not for the construction or demolition of any structures on the
property.

1i5. Upon completion of remediation activities at the site all disturbed solls will be stabilized
with vegetation immediately. If topsoil has been removed where vegetation cannot be
established on the existing soils, topsoil shall be applied so that vegetation is established
throughout the site. Stabilized in this context Is when 70% of the ground is covered by
vegetation.

16. Throughout the remediation activities best management practices shall be used to control
the potential for soil migration at all times.

NOTE: This permit does not relieve the applicant from his responsibility to apply for any other
permits required by local, state or federal agencies.

This authorization constitutes the permit required by Section 22a-39 of the Connecticut General
Statutes. The decision legal notice will be published in the Journal Inquirer on XXXXXXXX,
2009, Please note that the appeal period (15 days) begins as of the date of publication in
accordance with Section 8-8 of the State Statutes.

Issuance of the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses permit does not abrogate the responsibility
to obtain permits that may be necessary from other agencies at the local, state or federal level
prior to commencing your project.

Please ensure you review the conditions of approval thoroughly and note that a pre-
construction _meeting is required as per conditi 3, prior to co encement of an
activity on site. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 253-6358. Office
hours are 9;00 AM to 5:00 PM, Monday through Friday., Voice mail is available after business
hours,

Sincerely,

Katle A. Bednaz
Assistant Town Planner/Wetlands Agent

eet File IW#531 & Jose Giner, Town Planner

K:\Wetlands\Agendas, Legals, Approvals\Approval Letters\2009 Letters\IW531 (249 Shaker Road).doc



B T il -
Bednaz, Katie To =3

From: Cabibbo, John

Sent; Tussday, November 10, 2009 2:23 AM

To: Bednaz, Katie

Cc: Bord, Jeffrey; 'mgragnolat@yahoo.com’
Subject: RE: 249 Shaker Road - site remediation - IW 531

Engineering Division has reviewed the leller dated October 29, 2009, regarding the subject site. The letler gives a better
understanding of the proposed site work. The construction entrance is slill recommended but if there is any soil lracked
into the roads during the proposed site wark the sail will be on the private road andfor Slate Route 220.

From: Cabibbo, John

Sont: Tuesday, October 27, 2009 11:23 AM

Ta: Bedraz, Katie

Ccr Bord, Jeffrey

Subject: 249 Shaker Road - slte remadiation - TW 531

Engineering has reviewed the site remediation plan submitted which is simply stated "The remediation consists of removal
and stockpiling of these soils on site and their replacement with clean fill." Will the stockpiled soils be removed from the
site and if so when and where will these be deposited? Specifically where will these soils be stockpiled on site? [s this
remedialion already part of an existing permit with the State? A construction entrance is recommended for the removal of
the contaminated soil and the unloading of the clean fill.

John Cabibbeo, P.E.

Town of Enfield
Engineering Divisien
Assistant Town Engineer
(B60) 253-6366
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INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES AGENCY

Certified Mail: 7000 1530 0005 3598 0923

WETLANDS PERMIT

Tuly 20, 2005

Washinglon Associates of Tnfield, L1.C
P.O. Box 1201
Enfield, CT 06083

Dizar Sir or Madam,

At its July 19, 2005 regular meeting, the Enficld Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency took the
following action:

IW#441 - Washington Associates of Enfield, LLC - Proposed 42-Unit Senior Residential Development
(Brainard Gardens) within 100 feet of wetlands. Properties located al 266, 274 and 284 Brainard Road (Map 62
Lot 319 and Map 77 Lots 67 and 68) - Approved with conditions,

The permit is issued subjeel o the following conditions and/or modifications:

1 The permittee shall notify the Planning Department at 253-6358 immediately upon the commencement of
wark and upon ils completion;

2. This permit shall be valid for 5 years from the date of approval unless otherwise revoked or specifically
extended,

3 All work and all regulated activities conducted pursuant lo this authorization shall be consistent with these

terms and conditions of this permit.  Any structures, excavation, fill, obstruction, encroachmenis or
regulated activities not specifically identificd and authorized herein shall constitute a violation of this
permit and may result in its modification, suspension, or revocation. Upon initiation of the aclivilics
authorized herein, the permittee thercby accepts and agrees to comply with the terms and conditions of
this permit;

4, The authorization is not transferable withouw! the wrillen consent of the Enfield nland Wetlands and
Walercourses Agency;

5, In evaluating this application, the Ageney has relied on infonmation provided by the applicant and, if such
information subsequently proves to be false, deceptive, incomplete and/or inaccurate this permit shall be
madified, suspended or revoked,;

G. This permmttce shall employ best management practices, consistent with the terms and conditions of the
permit, to control stormwater discharges and o prevent erosion mnd sedimentation and to otherwize
prevent pollution of wetlands or waicrcourses, For information and technical assistance, contact the
Wetlands Agent. The pennittee shall immediately inform the Department of Planning and Community
Development of any problems involving wetlands or watercourses which have developed m the course of,
or which are caused by, the authorized work;

T Mo cquipment or material imcluding without limitation, fill, construction materials, or debris, shall be
deposited, placed, or stored 10 any wetland or watercourse on or off site unless specifically authorized by
this permit:
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8.

10.

11

13,

14,

L5,

This permit is subject (o and does not derogate any present or [ulure property rights or other rights or
powers of the Town of Tinfield, and conveys no properly rights or in real estate of material nor any
exclusive privileges, and is further subjeet to any and all public and private nights and to any activity
affected herehy;

Timely implementation and maintenance of sedinwnt and erosion control measures arc a condition of this
permit. (Al sediment and erosion control measures must be maintained until all distarbed areas are
stabilized.};

A pre-construction meeting shall be held prior to the commencement of any consiruction activities on the
site with the applicant, contractor, and Town staft;

All crosion and sediment controls must be mstalled prior to the Wetlands Agent signing off on the
building permit.

The 50 foot no disturbance bufter area depicted on sheetl 8 ol 20 of the plans, shall be maintained by the
entity that shall assume ownership of the common properties. It shall prohibil encroachment of unit
owners’ activities into this arca. It shall be included in the management plan and documents transferred
from the developers to the entity that shall assume ownership of the common properlics. A copy of the
final plans must be provided to the Enficld Planning Department before the Agent may sign off on the
first building permil. Tn order to maintain compliance with this permit these documents must be filed
with the deeds in the Enfield Town Clerk’s Office. Signs, to be provided by the developer, shall be
placed along the 50 [vol non-disturbance houndary surrounding the wetland. They shall rcad:
“Environmentally Sensitive Area - No Dumping or Vegetation Removal". They shall be located one (1)
every 50 feet along the non-disturbance area;

The developer shall employ slow release [ertilizers and minimal applications of pesticides and
herbicides, as prescribe by the integrated pest management plan (IPM). The management plan prepared
[or this development shall indicate that slow release fertilizers and mimimal applications of pesticides
and herbicides, as prescribed by the TPM shall be employed in the maintenance of the property. [t shall
be included in the documents transferred from the developer to the entity that shall assume ownership of
the common propertics. A copy must be provided to the Enficld Planning Department before the Agent
may sign off on the first building permil. In order to maintain compliance with this permit these
documents must be filed with the deeds in the Enfield Town Clerk’s Office.

The document specifying the responsibilities of the entity assuming ownership of the common property
shall include a yearly maintcnance schedule for cleaning ol calch basins, hoods, dry wells, stormwater
quality unils, road maintenance and removal of winter sands (no salt allowed) from the roads. This
must be submitted to the Agent for the TWW A before signing o[ on any building permits.

Snow in excess of that which can be stored on the snow shelf along (he edge of the roads shall be
removed from the property, The management plan preparcd for this development shall expressly
prohibit the stockpiling of snow and lawn and vard refuse in the vicinily of units 16 through 24. It
shall provide for alternatives such as contracting for removal by truck if need be;

No disturbamee is permitted as part of this permil within 50 feet of wetlands and watercourse.
Construction fencing must be installed along the 50" wetland buller are to protect this arca from any
construction activity,

The Wetlands Agent will not sign off on the certificate of occupancy for any unit until all associated
disturbed areas are temporarily and/or permanently stabilized;
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15.

All Engineering comments and coneerns must be addressed prior the Wetlands Agent signing
off on the building permil. If revisions to the plans arc required as a result of engineering
concerns, the applicant must apply for a plan modification to the Agency:

With the exception of the additional ilems stated in these conditions, this application is approved in
accordance with the site plans entitled "Brainard Gardens Senior Residential Development, Brainard &
George Washington Road, Enfield, C1" Sheets | through 20, dated 6/15/05 and 6/28/05, revised
through 7/14/05; Prepared for Washinglon Associates, LLC by L.R. Russo & Associates, | Shoham
Road, Fast Windsor, C1' 06088, Any changes thal would potentially cause greater impact to wetlands
or walercourses, such as enlargement or reorientation of structure foolprints, from the plans and any
denial or changes made by any other regulatory agency or commission shall require the permitec to
come befare the Enficld Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency for a Determination of Permit Need
{(Jurisdictional Ruling) or request for modification.

T'his authorization constitules the permit required by Section 22a-39 of the Conneelicut General Statutes. 'The
decision legal notice will be published in the Jounal Inquirer on Thursday, July 21, 2005. Pleasc note that the
appeal period (15 days) begins as of the date of publication in accordunce with Sec. 22a-43 of the State Statutes,

Issuance of the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency permil does not abrogate the responsibility to
obtain permits that may be necessary from other agencies at the local, state or federal level prior to
COMMENCIng your project.

Should you have any questions regarding the contents of this letier, please feel free to contact me at 253-6358.

Sincerely,

Meil I. Angus, ATCP, MCTP
Assistant Town PlannerWetlands Agent

G,

Diana Steele, JIL Russo and Associales, 1 Shoham Road, East Windsor, CT 06088
Jose Giner, Director of Planning and Community Development

Planming and Zoning Commission

John Cabibbo, Assistant Town Engineer

I'W#dd |1 Tile



APPENDIY 4 -

TOWN OF ENFIELD
INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY
PERMIT APPLICATION & CHECKLIST

PLAN 3G GricE
ETELD, O

[HSTACCTICHS:

T2z lgency and the applicant may hold a pre-aoplication pesting to eramine the scope of 3 propesad
1':'3111.3!2'”:1 activity or to deteraine if the propesed acolicition involves a significant activity.

iny person intanding to undertake a requlated activity shall apply for a perait by completing the
applicable paris of this nine-page anplj.cat‘.mn fora {consisting of parts i, B, C & D).

I~

I. fer the purposz of this application:
2. "zpplicant or person” weans any persom, persons, fira, DﬂI'T-T!E"SﬂlD, association, cerporation,

comany, organization or legal entity of any kind, including municipal corporation, cmvernnental

zgency or subdivision thereof; and
. =afar to the Town's Inland %etlands apd Watercourses Zequlations for further clarification and

quidance ¥ith raspect to the standards and criteria usad for application evaluation.

iime (9) copies of all applicable comleted application aterials shall be subnittad unless
otheriise diractad in writing by the lgency or its designated agent.

g;%

Z 5. Iadicats which of the following circumstances fit this application and comply with the following
zsfaranced application requiresents.

Ciromstancas Check Requiresents

Complats Part 1 anly

izplication for Requlated letizity PRI
ipplication alse invelves Sita Plan,

Subdivision, or Special Permit s Complets Parts 4 and B

Isplication invelves a

Stamificagt Jekivity i ) ) Complete Farts &, B and €

¥ansval or Friension for, or \. i

ivsndeent to an Isswed Permjt Cowplete Part D only

setland Hap izendment e e Cosplets Part Z only

X_ §. lopiicant’s Yame: Luﬂghlﬂj"{'ﬁl Hssoerates of E{I‘FIEECL ; ——

- £ L H :
1,000 2zt oastariy of

T. lddrsss or descriptive locatien [e.g. porth side of Bazard Lve.
iatarsaction with Palomba Er.) of proposed requlatad activity:

Spufteast corter s Brawaard Koad and
éémf‘jﬁ {Mrﬂ[\lftﬁ‘!?w [Roadd -

_><_ 3. T:itla of Preject: _ @F‘ﬂm@m e
e

3 Y B

L
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X Carzification bv ippiicant

By ay (our) signaturss), I [ue) hersby certify that:

the apolicant(s) is (are) familiar with ail of the inforaation provided in the zpplicsticn and

i.
is (are] avare of the penalties for obtaining a permit by deception or by inaccuratz ot
aisleading inforzation; and
ii, tha lqency wewbers and their desiguated agesis ara authorized to imspect the preverty, st
a final decision bas been issued, and after coppistion

rzaspnaple times, both befors and after a
of the project.

STGHLTURE(S) OF SPPLICIHTIS):

‘l'n._ - a _.-.\-
W " e e T ; H_ = by




TOWN OF ENFIELD
INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY
ERM PLICATION &
CHECELIST

PART D

Any application to renew or extend the eypiration date of a previously issued persit or avend an existing perait
shall be filed with the Agency at least sixty-Eive (65) days prior to the expiration date for the perait in
accordance with Section 8 of the requlations. Such application for reneval, ertension or anendrent shall
include the subeission of the appropriate application fee and set forth the following information.

._X_ 1. The application shall state the mame, address and tE‘leg;hﬂue number of the perwit holder, the
address or locational description of the property involved, and the dates of issuanca and
eypiration of the permit.

J_ B. The application shall state the reason wity th:E authorized activities were pot initiatad or
coapletsd within the time specified in the permit.

XK G e application shall describe any changes in facts or ciromstances affecting the raqulated
ireas or the property for which the perzit vas issued.

l_ D.  The application shall describe the extent of work corpleted for the activities authorized in the
perait.

_&_ E. The application shall incorporate by reference the documentation and record of the origimal
application.



Atlachment to Wetland Application for Exlension of Permit Expiration Dale for:

Brainard Gardens, 42-Unit Senior Residential Devclopment
Washinglon Associales of Enfield, LLC
Corner of Brainard Road and George Washington Road

PARTD

A. Applicant/Permit Holder:
Washington Associales of Enfield, LLC
c/o John Petronella, Enficld Builders
1654 King Street, Enfield, CT 00082
(860) 627-6870

B. Work has not initiated duc to economic and other conditions beyond the applicant’s
control. These include death of one of the owners and failure of potential buyers to
obtain linancing.

C. The applicant is not aware of any changes in facts or circumstances affecting the
regulated arcas or the property for which the permit was issued.

D. No work associated with regulated activities has commenced duc to reasons described m
B above.

E. The documentation and record of the original application shall be incorporated by

reference to this application for extension of permit expiration.

R = (e = | "-"F-ll-'
e [_) = ':I /8 o
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1
CONNECTICUT Db, JR'!‘MENT OF ' J

Ok ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION T N S
79 Elm Street FOCRER LseOny
Hartford, CT 06106-5127

Arthur I. Rocque, Jr.,, Commissioner

Statewide Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Activity Reporting Form

Please complete this form in accordance with the instructions. Please print or type.

PART I: To Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency Only

1. DATE ACTION WAS TAKEN: Year Maonth

2. ACTION TAKEN: __
4. WAS A PUBLIC HEARING HELD? Yes Mo

4. NAME OF AGENCY OFFICIAL VERIFYING AND COMPLETING THIS FORM:

{signature)} _—

{print) _

PART Il: To Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency Or The Applicant

5. TOWN IN WHICH THE ACTION 15 OCCURRING: Enfield

Does this project cross municipal boundaries? Yes Mo X
If Yes, list the other town(s) in which the action is occurring: ;
6. LOCATION: USGS Quad Map Mame: Springlleld South AND Quad Number: 8

Subregional Drainage Basin Number; _ 4000

7. MNAME OF APPLICANT, VIOLATOR OR PETITIONER: _Washinpton Associates of Enfield, LLC

8. NAME & ADDRESSILOCATION OF PROJECT SITE: _Brainard Gardens, Brainard Road - L
Fermit expiration £xteng
Briefly describe the action/projectfactivity: _Construction of a 42 unit senior residential development

9. ACTIVITY PURPOSE CODE; B

10. ACTIVITY TYPE CODE(S): 2 - S ) i I 14

T1. WETLAND / WATERCOURSE AREA ALTERED [must be pravided in acres or linear feet as indicated]:

Wellands: 0 acres Cpan Water Body: 0 acres Stream: _ 0 linear fest

12, UPLAND AREA ALTERED [must be provided in acres as indicated): 0.6 acres

13. AREA OF WETLANDS AND { OR WATERCOURSES RESTORED, ENHANCED OR CREATED: _ 0 acres
[must be provided in @cres as indicatad]
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JR. RUSSO & ASSOCIATES, LLC

Land Surveyors & Professional Engineers
Licensed in CT & MA

September 23, 2009

Katie Bednaz

Assistant Planncr/Inland Weilands Agent

Enfield Tnland Wetlands and Walercourses Agency
820 Linfield Strect

Enfield, Connecticut 06082

Re:  TW#441 - Washinglon Associates of Enfield, LLC
Brainard Gardens, 42-Unit Single Family Detached Senior Residential Development
Rrainard Road & George Washington Road

Dear Ms. Bednaz:

On July 19, 2005 the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency approved the above
referenced project. The approval is valid for 5 years from the datc of approval unless
specifically extended. The permit is scheduled to expire less than a year [rom now on July 20,
2010. The project has not yct proceeded (o construction due to cconomic conditions beyond the
control of the applicant, Liven if the construction were to begin today, it is unlikely the regulated
activitics could be completed within the existing time constraints.

On behalf of our client, Washington Associates of Enfield, LLC, we hercby request thal the
Agency exiend this permit for an additional 5 years until July 19, 2015. We are available to meet
with you or appear before the Agency should you desire. If you have any questions, pleasc
contact me at 623-0569.

Sincerely,

. -

Dana Steele, PLE.
J.R. Russo & Associales, LLC

cc: Washington Associates of Enficld, LT.C 4
Adly. Nicholas J. TTarding L SEP 25 2003
File #2003-045 ol

=
ARG CH1GE
[EEEE RS, [

1 Shoham Road » Cast Windsor, C1 06088 = TEL: (860) 623-0569 « FAX: (860) 623-2485



Bednaz, Katie

From:
Sont:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Cabibbo, John

Monday, October 19, 2009 3:57 PM

Giner, Jose; Bednaz, Katle

Bord, Jeffrey; Higley, Virginia

RE: PH 2517, W 441.02 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering is not aware of any changes to the existing site which would necessitate further review of the previously
approved plans, as lhey pertain to the requested approval time extension.

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Cahlbbo, John

Monday, January 23, 2006 10:36 AM
Giner, Jose

Bord, Jeffroy; Higley, Virginia

RE: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering has reviewed the subject sile plans, latest revision daled November 16, 2005. There are no engineering
concerns with the noted plan revisions.

—----{lyiginzl Message—---

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Glner, Jose

Tuesday, January 10, 2006 11:07 AM
Cabibbg, John

RE: PH 2517 - Bralnafd Gardens

John, it was the November 16 Plans thal were submitted for review prior to doing the mylars.

----- Original Message-——
From: Cabibba, John
Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 10:35 AM
Tor Giner, Jose
Cc: Bord, Jeffrey; Higley, Virginia
Subject: RE: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering Division reviewed plans with the latest revision dale of September 26, 2005, slating all engineering
concems had been addressed, in an e-mail dated October 8, 2005. Then Engineering received a sel of paper
plans, latest revision dated October 14, 2005, through your office on October 17, 2005. The latest submission of
paper plans was received directly from J.R. Russo on November 21, 2005 and those plans have the latest rovision
date of Novernber 16, 2005, The transmillal letter which accompanied lhe latest plans siates lhe plans were
revised for DEP subimizsion, | am not sure which set of revision dated plans the PZC approved or which plans you
would like reviewad. Please lel me know. Thanks.

-—---Original Message-—----

From: Giner, Jase

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 10:11 AM
To: Cahibbn, John

Subject: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

John;

Dana Steele just called asking if we had any comments on the paper plans he submitled for mylar review back
an Movernber 29,

Our records indicate that you should have a copy. Please let me know if you need any thing from us.

Thanks,

Jose

José Giner, AICP

[



Director of Planning
Town of Enfield

820 Enfield Street
Enfield, CT 06082
860-253-6356 (phone)
860-253-6310 (fax)
jginer@enfield.ora {email)




J.R. RUSSO & ASSOCIATES, LLC

Land Surveyors & Professional Enginecrs
Licensed in C1 & MA

September 23, 2009

Kalie Bednaz

Assistanl Planner/Inland Wetlands Agent

Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
820 Enfield Street

Enfield, Connecticut 06082

Re:  TW#44] — Washington Associates ol Enfield, T.1.C
Brainard Gardens, 42-Unit Single Family Detached Senior Residential Development
Brainard Road & George Washington Road

Dear Ms, Bednaz:

On July 19, 2005 the Enfield Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency approved the above
referenced project. The approval is valid for 5 years [rom the date of approval unless
specifically cxtended. The permit is scheduled to cxpire less than a year from now on July 20,
2010. The projeet has not yet proceeded to construction due to economic conditions beyond the
control of the applicant. Even il the construction were to begin today, it is unlikely the regulated
activities could be completled wilhin the existing time constraints. ‘
On behall of our client, Washington Associates of Lnfield, LLC, wc hereby request that the
Agency extend this permit for an additional 5 years until July 19, 2015. We are available to meet
with you or appear before the Ageney should you desire, If you have any questions, please
contact me at 623-0569,

Sincerely,

Dana Steele, P.E.
LR, Russo & Associales, LLC

ce: Washington Associates of Enfield, I.1.C %

Alty. Nicholas J. Harding ; '_ SEP 2 5 2009
Tile #2003-045 i

I Shoham Road » Last Windsor, CT 06088 « TEL: (860) 623-0569 « FAX: (860) 623-2485



Bednaz, Katie

From: Cabibbo, John

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 3:57 PM

To: Giner, Jose; Bodnaz, Kalie

Cc: Bord, Jeffrey; Higley, Virginia

Subject: RE: PH 2517, IW 441.02 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering is not aware of any changes ta the existing site which would necessitate further review of the previously
approved plans, as they perlain to the requested approval time extension.

From: Cablbbo, John

Sant: Monday, January 23, 2006 10:36 AM
To: Giner, Jose

Cc: Bord, Jeffroy; Higley, Virginia
Subject: RE: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering has reviewed the subject site plans, latest revision dated November 16, 2005. There are no engineering
concerns wilh the noled plan ravisions.

——--Original Message—-

From: Glner, Jose

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 11:07 AM
To: Cabibba, John

Subject: RE: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

John, it was the November 16 Plans that were submitted for review prier to daing the mylars.

—==-Qriginal Messaga-----

From: Cabibbo, John

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 10:35 AM
To: Giner, Joz=

Cc: Bord, Jeffrey; Higley, Virginiz
Subject: RE: PH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

Engineering Division reviewed plans with the latest revision date of September 26, 2008, stating all engineering
concems had been addressed, inan e-mail dated Oclober 6, 2005, Then Engineering received a st of paper
plans, latest rovision dated October 14, 2005, through your office on October 17, 2005, Tho latest subrmission of
paper plans was received directly from J.R: Russo on Movember 21, 2005 and those plans have the latest revision
dale of Movember 16, 2005, The transmillal lelter which accompanied the latest plans states the plans were
revised for DEP submission. | am not sure which set of revision dated plans the PZC approved or which plans you
would like reviewed, Flease let me know. Thanks.

-----Original Message-----

From: Giner, Josa

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2006 10:11 AM
To: Cabibba, John

Subject: FH 2517 - Brainard Gardens

John:

Dana Steels Just called asking Il we had any comiments on the paper plans he submitted for mylar review back
on Movember 29.

Qur records indicate that yvou should have a copy. Please let me know if you need any thing from us.

Thanks,

Jose

José Giner, AICP



Direclor of Flanning

Town of Enfield

820 Enfield Street
Enfield, CT 06082
860-253-6356 (phone)
B60-253-6310 (fax)
jginer@enfield.org (email)
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. P.O. BOX 1167

425 SULLIVAN AVEMUE

e - SOUTH WINDSOR, CT 06074
esign PHONE: 860.291.8755

- FAX: 860.291.8757
mfess.mals www.deslgnprofessionalsinc.com

CIVIL & TRAFFIC ENGINEERS /| PLANNERS /| SURVEYORS |/ GIS ANALYSTS /| LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
Serving Connecticut, Massachusetts, ¢ Biode fsland

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

To: Town of Enfield Date: 10/30/2009 DPI Project No.  2G98
Inland Wetlands Watercourse Ra; Inland Wetland Watercourse Agency Application
Agency Aldi Food Store
820 Enfield Streat 25 Hazard Avenue
Enfigid, CT Enfield, CT
WE ARE SENDING YOU: Attached O Underseparata covarvia the following tems:
[0 Skiop Drawings [ Prings [0 Randerings [0 Specifications
[0 Copy of Laiter [ Change Order | B i
COPIES DATE MO, DESCRIPTION
11 sets of site plans
11 authorization for application by property owner
11 Enfield MWWA application
11 abutters list
11 DEP reporting form )
1 10/30/09 | 8489 | DPI check for application fee $210.00

These are transmitted as checked below:

¥ For Approval O Meexceplions taken [ Resubmi copies for approval
[0 Foryour usa [0 Make comections [0 Submit copies for distribition
[ As requested [ Revize and Submnmi [0 Relum  comected prints

[0 For review and comment [ Far bids dug O Prints relurned aftar loan to us
REMARKS:

SIGNED: /’iﬂ__ ﬁ M«ZZ—\ cc: clientfle

Hen_iaiﬂ(i{ P. Whesler, RLA, Director of Operalions
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APPENDIX A

TOWN OF ENFIELD
INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY
PERMIT APPLICATION & CHECKLIST

INSTRUCTIONS:

1. The Agency and the applicant may hold a prc-application meeting to examing the scope
of a proposed regulated activity or to determine if the proposed application involves a
significant activity.

2. Any person intending to undertake a regulated activity shall apply for a permit by
completing the applicable parts of this ninc-page application form (consisting of parts A,
B, C&D).

3. For the purpose of this application:

a. “applicant or person” means any person, persons, firm, partnership, association,
corporation, company, organization or legal entity of any kind, including municipal
corporation, governmental agency or subdivision thereof; and

b. refer to the Town’s Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Regulations for further
clarification and puidance with respect to the standards and criteria used for

applicalion evaluation.

4. Eleven (11) copies of all applicable completed application materials shall be
submitted unless otherwise dirceted in writing by the Agency or its designated
agent.

v" 5. Indicate which of the following circumstances fit this application and comply with the
following referenced application requirements.

CIRCUMSTANCES CHECK REQUIREMENTS
z’kpphcatmn for regulated activity Complete Part A only
Application also involves Site Plan, Complete Parts A & B
Subdivision, or Special Permit "/_

Application involves a Significant Activily Cumplclc Parts A, B & C
Rencwal or Extension for, or Amendment Complete Part D only

to an Issued Permil _ B

Wetland Map Amendment - | Complete Part E only

v' 6. Applicant’s Name: _Aldi, Inc.

v 7. Address or descriptive location (s.z. north side of Hazard Ave. — 1,000 fuct casterly ol
intersection with Palomba Dr.) of proposed regulated activily:
25 Hazard Avenue _ B

v/ & Title of Project: Aldi Food Store

MO-P e bt e 45



TOWN OF ENFIELD
INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY
PERMIT APPLICATION & CHECKLIST

PART A

All applications for regulated activities shall include the following information:

v A. Applicant’s name: __ Aldi, Inc.

v

v
=

<]

NI

<

<

|

B. Applicant’s address: 295 Rye Street

_South Windsor, CT 06074

C. Applicant’s phone number: _ 860-290-2900 x123

D. Applicant’s interest in the property:

‘To lease space in an existing shopping center for a grocery store.

Landowner’s name: Paramount Commons at Enfield, LLC

Landowner’s address: 1195 Route 70; Suite 2000

Lakewood, NJ 08701

Landowner’s telephone number: _732-961-8112 ) e

Written consent (dated and signed) from the landowner that expresses his knowledge of
and consent to the application if the landowner is not the applicant.

The total caleulated area (in square feet) of wetlands and walcrcourses on the subject
property: 34 820 +  squarc feet,

The total calculated area (in square feet) of regulated area that would be disturbed by
the proposed regulated activities (include regulated arcas that provide access to and
ample space (o work around the regulated activities): 160 + square fect.

Submission of the appropriatc application fee based on the fee schedule established in
Section 19 of the regulations.

Written narrative of sufficient detail that sets forth (he purpose and a description of the
proposed activity and alternatives considered by the applicant and why the application’s
proposal to alter the wetlands or watcrcourse Was chosen.



PART A

Page 2 of 3

M. A location map at a scale of 1 inch = 2,000 feet identifying the geographical location of
the property involved.

N. A map at a scale of 1 inch = 100 feet identifying the geographical location of the
property to be affected by the proposed activity, adjacent lands, adjacent regulated
areas, such upsiream and downstream areas as may be identified by the Agency or its
designated agent, and other pertinent features including, but not limited to, existing and
proposed property lines, roads and drives, existing buildings and their utilities,
topography, soil types from the published soil survey, the limits of inland wetlands,
watercourses and conservation buffer areas, existing and proposed lands protected as
open space or by privatc conservation easements, and types of vegetative cover.

0. A site plan at 40' scalc that provides sufficient detail showing existing and proposed
conditions, including maximum building areas, in relation to regulated arcas and
measures proposed to mitigate the potential environmental impacts.

P, A title block and legend of symbols used for cach plan or map indicated the name of the
project, landowner and applicant, name and signature of the person preparing the plan
or map, date prepared and subsequent revision dates and scale,

Q. Certification as to each of the following:

(1) 1Is any porlion of the wetland or watercourse (on which the regulated activity 1s
proposed) located within 500 fect of the boundary of an adjoining municipality?

Yes No v

Name of Town(s):

(2) Will traffic (attributable to either construction activities or to the completed project
on the site) use streets within the adjoining municipality to enter or exit the site?
~ Yes No__
Name of Town(s):

(3) Will sewer or water drainage from the project site flow through and affect the
sewage or drainage system within the adjoining municipality? Yes No_
Name of Town(s): I

(4) Will water runoff from the improved site affect streets or other municipal or
private property within the adjoining municipality? ~Yes No
Name of Town(s):_

R. If yes to the aforementioned question Q.(1), then provide documentation (copy of return
receipts) that the applicable adjacent municipal wetland agencies were duly notified

pursuant to the regulations.

S. Copy of the STATEWIDE TNLAND WETLAND ACTIVITY REPORITNG FORM
(attached) with all applicable sections completed by the applicant.



PART A
Fage 3ol 3

<
H

Names and addresses of abutting property owners as shown in the records of the tax
asscssor of the municipality as of a date no earlier than thirty (30) days before the date
the application 1s submitted.

U. Any other information the Agency or ils designated agent deems neccssary for the
review and evaluation of the application.

<
<

Does this application include any regulated activity in a Floodplain?

& Yes— Please fill out Development Permit for Flood Hazard Arcas
O No - Proceed to next question.

v"  Certification By Applicant

By my (our) signatures, I (we) hereby certify that:

1; the applicant(s) is (are) familiar with all of the information provided in the
application and is (are) aware of the penaltics for obtaining a permit by deception or
by inaccurate or misleading information; and

1l the Agency members and their designated agents are authorized to inspect the

propetty, at reasonahle times, both before and after a final decision has been issued,
and after completion of the project.

&GNAIURE S) OFEAPPLICANT S)i_ DATE:
r ___f’;'l
( A AL | 2509




TOWN OF ENFIELD
INLAND WETLANDS & WATERCOURSES AGENCY
PERMIT APPLICATION & CHECKLIST

PARTB

All applications for a regulated activity that involve a land use proposal which is also subject to site
plan review, subdivision, or special permit application, may be required to contain the following
additional information (as determined by the Agency or its designated agent):

v/ A, All welland boundaries on the property shall be identified by a soil scientist and located

v

by a licensed land surveyor, All wetland soil types shall be classified by the soil
scientist.

The soil scientist shall consecutively number the survey tapes that mark boundary lines
of wetlands that will be or may be affected by the proposed activity. The survey tapes
shall be located by a licensed land surveyor and cach tape location and number shall be
plolted onto the site plan,

The soil scientist shall prepare u report that includes the name of the applicant and
project, the location of and limits of the properly investigated, the dates of the soil
investigations, a brief soil description for each soil mapping unit investigated, the set of
the consecutive numbers used on survey tapes to identify the wetland boundaries, and a
certified statement thal the wetland boundaries appearing on the site plan are to the best
of his knowledge true and accurate.

All watercourses identified on the property shall be located and identificd on the site
plan to the satisfaction of the Agency or its designated agent.

A site plan shall be submitted at a scale of 1 inch = 40 feet, or a scale that exhibits
greater detail, indicating the following: location and limits of all regulated areas:
existing and proposed conditions in relation to regulated areas; location of prominent
featurcs within regulated arcas such as bedrock outcrops, stone walls, trees deemed by
the Agency or its agents to be of critical value and existing buildings and drives; names
of abutting property owners; s0il erosion and sediment control measures; any mesasures
to detain or retain stormwater runoff or recharge groundwaler; any plantings or habitat
improvement; and any other measures proposed to mitigate the potential environmental
impacts.

A map of sufficient scale shall be submitted indicaling each surficial drainage area
influencing each distinct wetland area or watercourse on the property.

A general written description of the physical and vegetative characteristics shall be
submitted for each distinet wetland area.

Any other specific information reasonably requested by the Agency or its designated
agent.



T am an authorized representative of the property owner at 25 Hazard Avenue in Enficld,
Connecticut (Paramount Commons at Enfield, LLC). Thereby authorize LeAnne
Whecler, Director of Real Estate for Aldi, Inc., to sign and submit any land use
applications required for and relating to the proposed Aldi Food Store to be located in the

center. ; /
i /
ot #
i’ s

W,

T ()~
y > X = .

Paramount Commoyts §it Enficld, 1.1.C

1195 Route 70; Spiite, 2000

Lakewood, NJ %?6{

732-961-8112




P.0. BOX 1167

425 SULLIVAN AVENUE
SOUTH WINDSOR, CT 06074
PHONE: 860.291.8755

FAX: BG0.291.8757
wwow.designprofessionalsinc.com

CIVIL & TRAFFIC ENGINEERS /| PLANNERS /| SURVEYORS | GIS ANALYSTS | LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
Servintg Connechevt, Massschusctts, ¢ Riode Isiand

ABUTTERS LIST
Application of Aldi, Inc.
25 Hazard Avenue — Enficld, CT

DPI Project No.: 2698

Map | Lot Owner Property Address -Mailing Address
| 4s [ *(Centro Lnfield LL.C 9 Hazard Avenue 2235 Faraday Ave 10
Deloitte Tax LLID Carlsbad, CA 92008
45 2 *Enlicld Hospitality 11 Hazard Avenuc 11 Hazard Avenue
LLC Enlicld, CT 06082
45 76 *RR Realty of Enfield 15 Hazard Avenue 622 Asylum Ave
LLC Hartlord, CT 06105
6 | 2 *LLO BITW L.TD 1LLC 39 Havard Avenue 2475 Albany Ave. Ste. 205 |
Udolf Propertics West [artford, CT 06117
- s6 I *GMRI Inc A1 ITazard Averue PO Box 593330
Orlando, F1. 32839
56 3 “Monro Muffler Brake 60 Freshwater Blvd 200 Llolleder Pky
Inc Rochester, NY 14613
57 323 | *Centro Enficld LLC Lilm Street 2235 Faraday Ave 10
Carlsbad, CA 92008
57 325 *Centra Enficld LLC Lilm Street 2235 Faraday Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92008
45 75 *Cenivo Enficld LLC 94 Elm Street 2235 Faraday Ave #0
Carlsbad, CA 92008
45 6 *Centro Enfield LLC Hazard Avenue 2235 Faraday Ave #0
Carlshad, CA 92008
56 30 Murcury Realty Co 83 Freshwalter Blvd PO Box 945
LLC Farmington, €1 06034
30 4 Freshwater Boulevard 95 Freshwater Blvd 95 Lreshwater Blvd
Realty Linfield, CT 06052
- s6 22 Liquity One 10 Hazard Ave 1275 Power Ferry
{Brookside) 1.1.C Marictta, GA 3067

F=direcl abuitcr

As of October 28, 2009

(A jobaiasi kcshApplications' 2698 Abutters listdoc
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CONNECTICUT DEE, _.ITMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
79 Elmi Street

Hartford, CT 06106-5127

Avthu 7. Reocqus, Jr., Comiissioner

Statewide Inland Wetlands & Watercourses Activity Reporting Form

Please complete this form in accordance with the instructions. Please print or type.

PART I: To Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency Only

1. DATE ACTION WAS TAKEN. Year Month
2. ACTION TAKEN:
3. WAS A PUBLIC HEARING HELD? Yes Mo

4. MAME OF AGENCY OFFICIAL VERIFYING AND COMPLETING THIS FORM:

(print) : {signature)

PART ll: To Be Completed By The Inland Wetlands Agency Or The Applicant

5. TOWN IN WHICH THE ACTION IS OCCURRING: __ FplFiELL.)
Does lhis project cross municipal boundares? Yes Mo _

If Yes, list the other town(s) in which the aclion is occurring: X _
6. LOCATION: USGS Quad Map Name: BROAMD BRI AND Quad Number: Hl 073 -H5-1F- 0ay

Subregional Drainage Basin Number, 003

7. NAME OF APPLICANT, VIOLATOR OR PETITIONER: e L
8. NAME & ADDRESS/LOCATION OF PROJECT SITE: __ 95 W7 ep® AJE  ErFIELTD T
_ Briefly describe the action/project/activity: WS vee L ETOnvy  OF  NEWS SRV WEE
* | 8. ACTIVITY PURPOSE CODE: _ D
10. ACTIVITY TYPECODE(S): 1©&  , _\9. ., __ =

'iI.-I'H"l:_rLAND  WATERCOURSE AREA ALTERED [must be provided in acres or linear feet as indicated]:
: ‘Wetlands: ﬁ acres Open Water Body: 5Z§ acres Stream: 525 linear feet -
12.” UPLAND AREA ALTERED [must be provided in acres as indicated); 0.00% _ zcres :

fEhREA OF WETLANDS AND / OR WATERCOURSES RESTORED, ENHANCED OR CREATED: gé : acres -
“5 ¢ [must be provided in acres as Indicated] o S S




(0532

Wetlands Narrative
Aldi, Inec,
25 lazard Avenuge
Entield, Connecticut

Aldi, Ine. is proposing o occupy a portion of the existing retail plaza at 25 azard
Avenue. As part of the re-utilization of a portion of the existing building, certain
improvements are required. A truck dock is proposed in the rear (north side) of the
existing buildimg to accommodalte deliveries. All proposed work will occur within the
limits of the cxisting pavement. The truck dock will require removal of pavement,
excavation to the proper depth, alteration of the existing building footings, installation of
storm drainage and alteration of other utilities as required too insure adequate cover. The
proposed storm drainage from the truck dock will be connected mto an existing catch
basin within the existing pavement.

Erosion control measures consist of the installation of silt fence wrapping on the existing
and proposed catch basin structures. The amount of disturbance 1s very limited, with no
direct impact to the wetlands, and 160 8.F.+ of impact within the upland review area.

Other alternatives to the truck dock were considered, but due to the need to be able lo
readily deliver itcms to the proposed Aldi store, a truck dock was considered a necessity.
All alternatives in configuration would require the installation of the storm drain pipc and
therelore would require the impact within the upland review area.

The following construclion sequence will be followed and will be added (o the final
plans:

Meet with Town staff prior to start of construction.
Coordinate with Plaza ewner for maintaining and protecting existing pedestrian
and vehicular tralfic during construction,

Field locate all existing utilities. Protect during construction.
Wrap existing calch basm grates with silt {ence,

Sawcut and remove exisling pavement. Remove from site.
Relocate any utilities as required (o provide suflicient cover.
Excavate to required depth.

Install proposed storm drainagc.

Underpin/support existing loundation as required.

I{} Install pavement, concrete pads, sidewalks, elc.

11. Tnstall Guardrail, bollards, etc.)

12, Clean up sile,

13. Remove silt fence from around catch basin gratcs.

B
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Bednaz, Katie

From: Galen Semprebon [GSemprebon@designprofessionalsine.com)
Sent: Friday, November 06, 2009 11:06 AM

To: Bednaz, Katie

Ce: Leanne Wheeler; 'Benjamin Wheeler, R.L.A.

Subject: Aldi, Inc.

Attachments: Wellands Narrative.doc

Kalie

| have enclosed a wetlands narrative and construction sequence for your review. Please let me know if you need anything else.
Have a great weekend,

Galen

Galen Semprebon, P.E., LEED AP
Principal & Executiva Vice Prosldent
Director of Enginaaring

Dasign Professionals, Inc.

CIVIL & TRAFFIC ENGINEERS | PLANNERS /| SURVEYORS / GIS /| LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS
Sorving Connecticut, Massachusetis, and Rhode Island

P.O, Box 1167 BED.297 8705 phons

425 Sullivan Avanue S00.291 8757 lax
Houlh Windsar, CT Q6074 wway. dosignprofessionalsing. com

COMFIDEMTIALITY MOTIGE: This e-mad message 13 inlendisd oaly for the person or enfity 1o which iLis addressed snd may canlain confidentisl andior privilegsd mterial, Ary unauhorzed review, wso, Bicisune oF
distritadtion is pealiliied. 0 you are nothe indended recipint, plesse contact the seader by reply c-mall ond desiroy all copies of B arginal message
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